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The Rev. Mr. Charles Bulkley's 


\ Pleas for Mixt Communion. 


H A T the ſentiment about mixt communion 


contained in the diſcourſes herein conſidered, fo 


very contrary to the univerſal ſenſe and judg- 


ment of the whole chriſtian world, for about 


ſeventeen centuries, ſhould at all prevail in our day, would 
be thought ſurpriſing by many perſons ; did not experience 
convince us, that there is ſcarce an opinion, how wild ſo- 
ever and inconſiſtent with the reaſon of things, that if ſtart- 
ed by a man otherwiſe eſteemed for good ſenſe and learn- 
ing, but it will find both admirers and advocates : Of this 
the ſermons under conſideration as well as a late pretended 
defence are proofs ; being both of them apparently derived, 
from the miſtaken ſentiment of the late Rev. and much 
celebrated Dr. James Foſter ; who in his firſt vol. of di, 
courſes on natural religion and ſocial virtue, publiſhed a 
ſermon under the title of catholic communion. In which 
his great warmth againſt bigotry and party zeal, hurried 
him ſo far into the contrary extreme, that in order to pro- 
mote what he terms an univerſal brotherly communion of 
all good chriſtians, he has advanced ſentiments which na- 
turally tend to deſtroy all regard for the chriſtian cauſe : 
And whilſt he recommends the general union of all chriſti- 


ans in partaking together of one of Chriſt's ordinances ;z | 


he has made a facritice of the other: Whilſt he enforces a 
general regard for the Lord's ſupper, he repreſents bap- 
tiſm as a mere arbitrary appointment, paragraph xii. A com- 
paratively uſeleſs peculiarity, par. xiii. An outward form, 
and inſignificant ſubtile confounding ſpeculation, par. i. What 
has a direct tendency to create animoſities and diviſions, par. 


xiii. Thus has he led his 1 8 to rank ſacred baptiſm 
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2 An Anſwer tothe Rev. Mr. Bulkley's 
the appointment of heaven; with the wild and wicked in- 
ventions of men, without making the leaſt exception, or 
adding one ſingle word in favour of it; and without con- 
ſidering the conſequences of his fatal opinion: As if the 
moſt perfect and holy God, could by his only begotten and 
well belbved Son, appoint a ceremony of fuch pernicious 
tendency ; or that a Being of boundleſs unerring wiſdom, 
could command his church to obſerve, and his creatures to 
an inſtitution ſo trifling and unneceſſary, that they 
might eſther perform, or neglect it as they pleaſed ; and 
that it was not the intereſt, and alſo the honour of men 
readily to receive, and to obey all God's inſtitutions with- 
out difputing, or feeking out excuſes to evade them. But 
if profeſſed chriſtians are once led to think, that they are 
not obliged to obey Chrift in baptiſm, nor ſubmit to it in 
order to become members of his church, and partakers in 
the privileges thereof : they may naturally, and as reaſon- 
ably conclude, that they cannot be under any obligation to 
obey him in partaking of the Lord's ſupper. And that if 
| baptiſm which is from heaven, and one of the poſitive in- 
ſtitutions of the Son of God be not binding on thoſe who 
believe in him, then conſequently neither can his other po- 
ſitive inftitution lay the leaſt obligation on them to obſerve 
* it; nor indeed, not any of the doctrines and precepts of 
the 7 conſidered as the doctrines and precepts of 
Chriſt Jeſus, can be at all binding upon any man; and 
therefore, upon this principle, there is not any the leaſt 
regard to be paid unto chriſtianity as the religion of Chrift 
Jeſus our Lord; nor on any other conſideration, but only 
as it agrees with, or is a part of natural religion: Thus the 
whole of chriſtianity muſt of courſe be given up, and inſi- 
delity would certainly prevail and triumph in its ſtead. A 
remarkable paſſage therefore of the doctor's own was in 
the following manner properly enough applied to him, in "% 
anſwer to the xviith paragraph of his ſermon. 7 
We have indeed the higheſt reaſon, and are by gratitude 71 
obliged, to bleſs and praiſe God, who has mercifully” 
delivered us from the incredible ignorance, ſuperſtition, 
and tyranny of the apoſtate ehurch of Rome, and has hi- 
therto diſappointed her repeated attempts to bring us again 
amtter her inſupportable yoke of bondage; but let us all care- 
fully guard againſt the contrary extreme; let us not grow 
indifferent to, nor ſacrifice my part of real chriſtianity in 
complaiſanee to others, either by giving up, or diſpenſing 
with the inſtitution of baptiſm, in condeſcenſion to their 
prejudices / 
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Plas for Mixt Communion. 3 
ejudices againſt the truth; for ſuch a compliance muſt 
moſt naturally tend, not only to baniſh true chriſtianity 
from among us, but, in the end, to extinguiſh all regard to 
the chriſtian name. For baptiſm, as doctor F. aſſerts, is a 
duty entirely chriſtian, &c. and, if the authority of Chriſt 
is not to be regarded and maintained in that particular, 
why ſhouid it be ſo in any other, depending on the fame 
authority? Infidelity therefore muſt neceſſarily riſe, pre- 
vail, and be eſtabliſhed, as our regard for his authority de- 
clines, and manifeſts itſelf by our giving up, or diſpenſing 
with his inſtitutions. This indifference to Chriſt's inſtitu- 
tions, and the boundleſs ſuperſtition which popery has in- 
troduced, are ſuch extremes of error, as very naturally 
bring to my mind what the doctor ſays in his introduction, 
vol. i. p. 12. * But mankind, confuſed in thought and 
© blinded by their paſſions, are too apt to overlook the 
middle path, where truth, and right, and ſafety lie, and 
center in one, or other of theſe dangerous exceſſes. 
When they have a notion of any thing as highly abſurd 
and injurious, they ſeem bewildered, and know not 
where to ſtop; and the ſorce of their prejudices puſhes 
them on to an equal extreme. In order to keep, at the 
— poſſiblę diſtance from error, they fly likewiſe from 
© truth,” 

Dr. F-—'s whole ſermon on this ſubject ſtiled catholic 
communion was carefully examined, and ſo fully anſwered 
paragraph by paragraph ; that when the examiner had gone 
through all his arguments, and the only objection which 
the doctor thought fit to mention, he could freely add, p. 57. 
© Thus it moſt clearly appears, that this ſermon in every 
paragraph, and almoſt every ſentiment contained in it, 
does, in its juſt conſequences, betray the truths and inſtitu- 
tions, of the goſpel, does naturally tend to advance and 
eſtabliſh infidelity upon the ruin of the chriſtian cauſe. But 
I am perſuaded, theſe moſt fatal evils are the fartheſt from 
the doctor's ſincere and moſt upright intentions, of an 
thing we can poſſibly conceive; ...... For I am well 
aflured oi... he abhors from his very ſoul all ſuch con- 
ſequences, which ſo naturally reſult, and muſt neceſſarily 
ariſe from what he has advanced ; whereby ſo great encou- 
ragement is given to infidelity, and ſo much injury is done, 
or like to enſue from thence to the chriſtian cauſe. For if 
the doctor himſelf is at all to be regarded, then all thoſe 
who bear the chriſtian name and character, are under in- 
diſpenſible obligations, not only to conform, and become 
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4A Anſwer to the Rev. Mr. Bulkley : 
obedient unto ; but alſo to eſteem and look upon the poſi- 
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tive inſtitutions of God, as equally ſacred and inviolable with 
thoſe, which are moral and unchangeable,* For theſe are 


his own words. | 


The poſitive duties of our holy religion are equally ſa- 


„ cred, and demand from us, if we are from conviction 
*$- chriſtians, and in decency of character, if we are onl7 


* nominal, nay, if we are hypocritical, and merely mer- 
\* cenary chriſtians, the ſame outward regard and ſtrict ob- 


- © ſervation, as thoſe which are moral and unchangeable. 


Though they are not of the ſame importance and intrin- 
* fic dignity, they are, and muſt be equally inviolable, be- 


»$ cauſe there is but one enacting authority with reſpect to 


s both the laws of nature and revelation; and though the 
former may be received, as fit rules of conduct, they 


can never be obeyed as laws of government, but upon 


the very ſame foundation and ground of authority. For 


nature cannot be ſuperior to God, becauſe it is the con- 


c ſtitution and creature of God; it can therefore have no 


v< pretence to controul his will ſupernaturally revealed; for 


© in both caſes the wiſdom is the ſame, and the right of 
3 the ſame. A chriſtian therefore, to whom a- 
one I am now addreſſing my diſcourſe, muſt yield exact 
obedience to the poſitive inſtitutions of the chriſtian doc- 
trine on the ſelf-ſame principle, on which he thinks it is 
his duty to conform from motives of religion, or ac- 
knowledgment and ſuitable veneration of the ſupreme 
Deity, to the eternal and univerſal rules of virtue and 
morality. ; jg 
When therefore any of us acknowledging the authori- 
ty of Chriſt, and the divinity and truth of his religion, 
live in the omiſſion of any poſitive duty, which he in the 
name of God, and as inveſted with his ſupreme authori- 
ty, has enjoined upon us, we act in ſuch a manner as is 
not only abſolutely inconſiſtent with the character we aſ- 
ſume, and ſhould think it our honour to bear, of bein 
his diſciples, but in a way that is a contradiction to itſelf, 
and to all the natural principles of reaſon. For there is 
no one clearer and more certain principle of everlaſting 
and unalterable right, within the whole extent and ſcope 
of moral duty than this, that the omnipotent Creator 
and ſovereign Ruler, whoſe dominion is unlimited, and 
who is abſolute in wiſdom, and in all moral excellence, 
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. © ſhould be reverenced, honoured, and obeyed in all his 


? laws, in all the difgoyeries and declarations of his will, 


« whether | 
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Piat for Mixt Communion. . 5 
whether by the voice of nature, or by extraordinary me- 
thods of revelation. And in no one point can there be 
the leaſt juſt ground to object, without ſuppoſing that 
he is a capricious, arbitrary, tyranical being, who is not 
in the abſtract propriety and truth of things fit to be o- 


beyed, nor conſequently, without entirely diſſolving, to- 


« gether with every inſtituted tie, the religion of nature 
and reafon itſelf.” 

Theſe clear truths, with many arguments of the ſame 
kind often. urged in my examination, againſt the promiſcu- 
ous communion Mr. B. contends for, he has never conſider- 
ed in the ſermons before us, notwithſtanding he pretends 
to anſwer objections; and has made that the ſubject of his 
laſt diſcourſe; But for what reaſon he ſo carefully avoided 
taking notice of them, I ſhall leave the reader to judge: 
With only juſt obſerving, that this ſubject has hithertq been 
treated, much in the ſame manner that our pædo- baptiſt 
brethren do their controverſy with us; they ſeem to think 
that their opponents are obliged to-anſwer every the moſt 
trifling objection, which their prejudices / can ſuggeſt, or 
their capacity invent, in order to avoid or excuſe them- 
ſelves from obeying a plain inſtitution, of Chriſt ; - whilſt at 
the ſame time, they appear quite unconcerned about taking 
any notice, much leſs, anſwering the arguments urged a- 
gainſt them: So likewiſe, though certain arguments againſt 
mixt communion were preſented to Dr. F. ſeveral years be+ 
fore he publiſhed his ſermon- under the title of catholic 
communion, yet he took no notice of them ; and though 
the examination of that diſcourſe was addreſſed to the doc- 
tor in the cloſeſt manner, yet he never attempted a vindi- 
cation; and he as carefully avoided to engage in any con- 
verſation about the anſwer, though it hung with weight 
upon his mind, even in the decline of his reaſoning pow- 
ers, and bodily ſtrength. A forward gentleman indeed, 
printed a pretended defence of the doctor's ſermon with- 
out his approbation, but it was what he greatly diſliked 
when publiſhed ; as I was aſſured, by a gentleman very 
intimate with Dr. F. This piece, was ſoon anſwered, in 
ſuch a manner, as the ſpirit and ftile of it juſtly demanded : 
Shewing alſo by a number of quotations from the examina- 
tion, that the things therein alledged, were fully anſwer- 
ed, even before the gentleman had penned them; ſo that 
Philocatholicus has ſince been more modeſt, and leſs for- 
ward to diſcourſe on the ſubject, as I have been told. And 
this novel controverſy, would I preſume have ſubſided ; if 
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6 An Anfwer tothe Rev. My. Rulkley's 
the ſermons. under conſideration had not revived it again, 
for ends beſt known unto. the author. The chief which he 
ſuggeſts to his readers are, the honowr and proſperity of the 
ſociety they were preached to, in cultivating acquaintance 
and friendſhip with ſuch as they ſhall declare themſelves will- 
ing 10 receive into their communzon, and not for the ſake of 
oppoſition, p. 4. 5. 36. 60. How, far theſe ends would be 
anſwered, ſhould the ſociety conform to his deſires, time a- 
lone can diſcover : But if we may judge by the fate of o- 
ther churches where the experiment bath been tried, it is 
very unlikely, that either honour or proſperity can accrue to 
that ſecrety, ſhould they ever ſacrifice, or give up an. inſti- 
tution of the goſpel, for the fake of cultivating acquain- 
tance and friendſhip with ſuch as refuſe obedience to Chriſt's 
expreſs command, However, I cannot help remarking a- 
gain, that Mr. B. has not, as might juſtly have been ex- 
pected, duly conſidered the arguments hinted at above, nor 
A great many more contained in the examination of Dr. 
Foſter's ſermon on the ſame ſubjet. And tho' he has 
made choice of ſohn iii. 5. for his text, yet he never conſi- 
ders the following expoſition which had been given of it in 
a letter to a learned divine; printed about ten years ago, 
and preſented to Mr. B. But in order to ſerve his pur- 
poſes about mixt communion, he contents himſelf with 
giving his readers an explication quite inconſiſtent with the 
cope of the words, and directly contrary to the univerſal 
ſenſe of the chriſtian church, as will hereafter be ſhewn. 
The expoſition above hinted at, runs thus. I look upon 
John iii. 5. to be a paſſage of ſcripture very full to my pur- 
poſe, and ſhall therefore lay before you, firſt, what I under- 
ſtand by the terms therein contained ; and then my reaſons, 
why I cannot account thoſe chriſtian members of the true 
viſible church of Chriſt, who have never been baptized 
with water. In verſe 3. our Lord fays in general, except a 
man be born again, he cannot ſee the kingdom of God; the 
meaning of which, Nicademus ſeemed wholly at a loſs how 
to underſtand ; and therefore our Lord in verſe 5. particu- 
larly explains, what it was that he intended by being born 
again, and ſeeing the kingdom of God, namely, a being 
born of water and of the ſpirit, and entering into the king - 
dom of God. By being bern of water, I underſtand a be- 
ing baptized with water, the coming out of which may be 
the allufion to our firſt birth: And this was a thing fo well 
known by the multitudes of diſciples, who were baptized 
by Chriſt, and his forerunner John, that it needed no ex- 
4 planation, 
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Pas for Mixt Communion. . % 
anation, or enlargement. And you very well know, that 
Polk —— — yo gone ſometimes expreſs 
the baptiſm of water, as well as the change wrought in the 
believer, by regeneration. It is in'the conſtitutions, and 
by Juſtin Martyr called the laver of regeneration ; and in 

ſcripture, the waſhing of regeneration, Titus iii. 5. 

By being born of the ſpirit, I underſtand that moral change 
made by the ordinary influences of the ſpirit of God, thro* 
which every believer ought to paſs, before he enters into 
the viſible church of Chriſt ; and which is expreſſed by his 


ptofeſſing repentance for ſins that are paſt, and a holy reſo- 


lution to walk in newnels of life for the future; no longer 
to live unto himſelf, according to the finful * and defrres 
of the fleſh, and of the mind, but unto Chriſt Jeſus, walking 
even as he walked, 2-Cor. v. 16. Eph. ii. 3. Agreeable to 
this, the baptiſm of John is ſtiled the bapti/m of repentance, 
for the remiſſion f fins ; and them, therefore, who came to 
be baptized of him, he exhorted to bring forth fruits meet 
for repentance, Matt. iti. 1. 9. 10. Mark i. 4. Luke iii 3. 8. 
And as this is the chief and principal part of the new birth, 
ſo our Lord in the ſixth and eighth verſes more particularly 
deſcribes the nature and ſpirituality of it, by an apt ſimili- 
tude. | 

By entering into the kingdom of God, I underſtand a be- 
ing received into the viſtble church of Chriſt, who is our 
king and lawgivet, by the appointment of God, Ifa. ix. 6. 7. 
The government fhall be upon his ſhoulder ; and he ſays him- 
ſelf, Matt. xxviii. 18. l porter is given unto me, in heaven 
and in earth. For to ſuppoſe that by the kingdom of God is 
meant the kingdom of glory, or everlaſting life, would be 
excluding every unbaptized perſon from thence. But as 1 
am very far from doing this, ſo I am perſuaded, that our 
Lord never intended the members of his church ſhould en- 
tertain any ſuch uncharitable thought of others: And there- 
fore, I believe, that cannot be the meaning of this phraſe, 
which in many places of ſcripture muſt be underſtood of the 
church of Chriſt, as Matt. xviii. 4. and xix. 24. and xxi. 
85 and xxiii. 13. Mark xii. 34. Luke ix. 62. and xvi. 16. 

-oloſl i. 3. 1 Pheſſ. ii. 12, Sc. | 

Nor can our Lord's aſſertion, ver. 3. and his own ex- 
planation of it, ver. 5. Except a man be born again of wa- 
ter, and of the ſpirit, be underſtood only in ſome myſtical 
ſenſe ; becauſe fuch an explanation would have left Nico- 
demus full as ignorant, and as much in the dark how to un- 
derſtand him, as he was before: But on the contrary, they 
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8 An Anſwer io the Rev. Mr. Bulkley's 
are ſpoken of in ver. 5. as two things really diſtin, ard | 
yet cloſely accompanying each other in every one, who en- 
ters into the viſible church-of Chriſt. Nor can the words 
be underſtood of the ſupernatural gifts of the Holy Ghoſt ; 
for the Holy Ghoft was not yet given, becauſe that 22 was 
net yet glorified, John vii. 39. And therefore it is not at 
all likely, that our Lord would diſcourſe to Nicodemus a- 
bout a thing, of which he could not poſſibly have any know- 
ledge or underſtanding, and which was not in his power to 
obtain. But our Lord ſpoke and teſtified to him, that 
which was both #nown and ſeen, ver. 11. which is literally 
true of the moral change, and the adminiſtration of holy 
" baptiſm ; and therefore he ſaid unto him, ver. 7. Marvel! 
not that I ſaid unto thee, ye muſt be born again. As much 
as if he had ſaid, it is not coming to me, or converſing with 
me by night, Nicodemus, nor yet believing my miracles, 
and-confefling that I am a teacher come from God, which 
well make you a member of my church. In order for that, 
you muſt be baptized, and undergo a moral change in the 
ſpirit and temper of your mind. After this, he upbraids 
him for his duineſs and ignorance, ver. 10. and ver. 11. he 
blames him for not recerving his _— and then adds, 
ver. 12. If I have told you of earthly things, and ye believe 
not, that is, if you do not believe and obey me in thoſe 
things, which relate only to the conſtitution of my church 
here upon the earth, and without which neither you Nicode- 
mus, nor any man elſe, can enter into, or become a member 
thereof; how can I expect that you will, believe, if I tell 
you of heavenly things ? TT hings relating to my own incarna- 
tion, that ſupernatural change, which I myſelf have paſſed 
thro*, John i. 14. 1 Cor. xv. 47. or of that change, which 
will take place upon my true diſciples, in the reſurrection 
from the dead, when they ſhall be made partakers in the 
glories. of another, future, and better kingdom with the 
church triumphant ; or if I ſhould deliver to you, without 
ſuch eaſy compariſons, as the blowing of the wind, and the 
birth of a man, the more ſublime parts of my heavenly 
doctrine, And to ſhew the neceſſity and advantage of an 
honeſt mind to prepare men for the reception of the truth, 
he ſays. But be that doth the truth, cometh to the light, that 
bis deeds may be made manif:/t that they are wrought in God, 
WCET. 21 94 | 
That I am not like Mr. B—, wholly ſingular in my 
judgment concerning the ſenſe of John iii. 3, 5. But that 


ſome gentlemen of the greateſt learning and abilities agree 
therein 
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therein with me, is plain from the following paſſages; tho” 
many more might be produced from other writers, if there 


was occaſion. ; 
nnotations fays ; That to ſee. the kingdom of God here, 
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And, firſt, the learned Dr. Whitby, in his 


and to enter into it, ver. 5. is the ſame thing, and both 
theſe phraſes ſignify to be a real member of that king- 
dom, and to enjoy the bleſſings belonging to them who 
areſo; . . - » That Chriſt ſeems to ſpeak this not pri- 
marily of that heavenly kingdom, into which the bleſſed 
ſhall enter at the day of judgment, but of that ſpiritual 
kingdom which was to be erected by the Mefliah ; and 
into which men entered by baptiſm ; whence it mult fo 
low, that no man is indeed a member of Chriit's king- 
dom, who is not truly regenerate. . . . . . I hat this 
ſeems to be directed againſt the falſe and pernicious con- 
ceptions of the Zewr/h doctors, the ſcribes and phariſees, 
who thought they had a title to the kingdom of God, 
and the bleſſings of it, as being the ſeed of Abraham ac- 
cording to the fleſh'... . . . And on the fifth verſe, © That 
our Lord here ſpeaks of baptiſmal regeneration, the whole 
chriſtian church from the beginning hath always taught, 
and that with very good reaſon ; for, firſt, tho* water is 
ſametimes put to ſignify, or repreſent the purifying o- 
perations of the holy ſpirit, yet to be born of water is a 
phraſe never uſed in ſcripture, for being born of the ſpirit ; 
but very properly it is uſed of that baptiſm, which is the 
laver of regeneration, Tit. iii. 5. and was by all 
the ancients ſtiled, weaxyywmouw, or regeneration. Se- 
condly, . . . . To be baptized with water and the Holy 
Ghoſt, moſt likely ſignifies to be baptized with the Holy 
Ghoſt, and with the ſymbol of water.“ Thirdly, the 
queſtion betwixt Chriſt and Nicodemus was about thzt 
which was requiſite to fit a man to enter into the king- 
dom, that is, the church of God, and make him par- 
taker of the bleſſings of the goſpel. Now it is certain 
that baptiſm by water is, by our Lord, declared to be 
the ordinary means of entering into his kingdom, for te 
faith, Mark xvi. 16. He that believeth, and is baptized, 


s ſhall te ſaved;..... Chriſt, therefore, here declares it 


c 
0 
* 


to be a rite neceſſary for the entrance of adult perſons in- 
to his kingdom, -and it ſeems highly reaſonable to eſteem 
ſo of it ; for what ſalvation can be expected by them, 
who, after he hath told them they muſt be be baptized 
with water, that they may enter into his kingdom, do 


by refuſing that facrament too plainly ſtew that the 
py © refuſe 


if 


10 An Anſwer to the Rev. Mr. Bulkley's 
* refuſe that way of entering into his kingdom, and be- 
0 ning his diſciples, which he had appointed for that 
© end.” 1 5 
Dr. Benſon alſo, in his dialogues, intitled, The reaſona- 
bleneſs of the chriſtian religion, has, in anſwer to an infi- 
del writer, paraphraſed this ſcripture as follows, p. 247. 
Our Saviours's converſation with Nicodemus is the moſt 
6 juſt and proper, provided we attend to his character, and 
, © toall the circumſtances. He was a Phariſee, and laboured 
© under the common prejudices of the Fews, and as he was 
& aruler among them, and of a timorous temper, he came 
© to Jeſys by night; however he owned his miracles, and 
© thence inferred his divine miſſion, moſt probably taking 
© him for the Meſſiah : Jeſus let him know that coming 
to him by night was not ſufficient, neither had he as a 
& Jew, any right to be a member of the Meſſiab's king- 
| © dom, but he muſt, like other proſelytes (in the Jewiſh 
i < phraſe,) be born again, or publickly take upon him the 
"I © profeſſion of the chriſtian religion, by baptiſm z or elle . 
| © hecould not ſee the kingdom of God, could not become 
| © a member of Chriſt's church, or kingdom. And a little 
| © lower Jeſus explained himſelf, and confirm'd what he had 
© ſaid, aſſuring him that unleſs a man (even a Jew) were 
=" © regularly initiated into his church, or born of water and 
6 of the ſpirit, he could not ſee (or enter into) the kingdom 
1 | © of God. And from the hiſtory of the 4s of the apoſ- 
| 6 tles, and their epiſtles, we accordingly find, that that was 
14 © the way, in which Jews, as well as other perſons, were 
| initiated into the chriſtian church, being firſt baptized with 
! © water, and then with the Holy Ghoſt. See, beſides many 
| © other places Acts ii. 38. and viii. 12. and xix. 1. &c. Our 
© Saviour goes on to tay, ver. 6. Being born of the fleſh, 
© being a Jew by birth, did not initiate him in the chriſtian 
© church; neither would it have done ſo, if it had been 
© ever ſo often repeated. But being born of water and of 
© the ſpirit, would initiate him into the ſpiritual diſpenſa- 
© tion. Nicedemas, deeply tinctured with the Jewiſh pre- 
© judices, was very much aſtoniſhed at Jeſus's talk. Our 
Saviour obſerved it, and ſaid unto him, Marvel not that 
I faid unto thee, ye muſt be born again.” 
nd the learned Dr. Gale, in his excellent ſermons upon 
baptiſm, vol. ii. has clearly aſſerted, and largely proved 
the abſolute neceſſity of water baptiſm, in order to chriſtian 
church · memberſhip and communion, from this, and many 
other ſcriptures: And has therein alſo fully 7 moſt 
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of the pleas made uſe of by Mr. B; tho” for reaſons beſt 
known to himſelf, he has taken no more notice of what is 
therein urged with the greateſt perſpicuity and force of rea- 
ſon, nor of other pieces upon the ſame ſubject, than if he 
had never ſeen or heard any thing of thoſe arguments, or 
that any thing of that nature had ever been publiſhed. The 
mean opinion which our author may entertain of my writ- 
ings on this ſubject, of which I am toid he has ſpoken with 
great contempt, may perhaps be the reaſon Why he has 
taken no notice of them ; yet ſurely he could have no ſuch 
excuſe for neglecting the works of ſo learned and excellent 
a writer as Dra Gale. The not examining his arguments 
therefore, muſt ſurely be imputed either to forgetfulneſs, 
or to unaccountable careleſſneſs about a point of the utmoſt 
importance as I conceive: But if he had ever read the doc- 
tor, he has then given us a convincing proof ef his mo- 
deſty, ingenuity and good ſenſe ; by entirely concealing it 
from the public, rather than appear openly to differ from ſo 
great a man, for the ſake of introducing the following paſ- 
ſage, p. 18. If theſe words ſhould appear to contain no 
© rule or injunction of the kind now mentioned, I believe 
© the warmeſt advocates for ſuch a reſtriction, with reſpect 
© to the right of attending upon the Lord's ſupper, will 
find it extremely difficult to fix upon any other paſſage, 
© in which they can ſo much as ſuppoſe the [eaſt appearance 
© of any ſuch rule or injunction.“ But if Mr. B. never 
did read what Dr: Gale has faid on this ſubject, he muſt, 
as I juſt now obſerved, have been very partial, or very care- 
leſs in his enquiries, concerning a matter of the utmoſt im- 
portance. And if he ever did read him, and had not quite 
forgot his arguments, then no excuſe can be made for the 
words juſt cited; becauſe he muſt then know, that the 
doctor no more than others, does not reſt the controverſy 
upon the ſingle text under conſideration ; but on the con- 
trary, that his arguments are more copiouſly drawn from a 
great many other ſcriptures, and that he begins his ſeventh 
ſermon upon the ſubject as follows. 

Having in my former diſcourſe, proved that Jeſus Chrift 
did certainly inſtitute a water baptiſm, and that this inſti- 
tution was to continue in force to the end of the world ; I 
come now to ſhew that, according to the ſcriptures, none 
may be accounted members of the chriſtian church, or ad- 
mitted to the Lord's ſupper, without being firſt baptized. 
Here let it be remember'd, that not our own fancies, not 
what we have been uſed to think ſevere or rigid, but the 

C 2 ſcriptures 
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12 An Anfwer to the Rev. Mr. Bulklcy's 
ſcriptures alone are to be the rule by which we are to judge 
in this matter; and by this rule alone, I think, I am able 
to demonſt rate the propoſition laid down, and that baptiſm is 
indiſpenſibly neceſſary to church-memberthip ; for this truth 
appears very · evident from divers weighty conſiderations. 
And here I would in the firſt place, recommend to your 
diligent peruſal the hiſtory of the converſion, and baptiſm 
of St. Peter's firſt converts, related Acts ii. 37. and follow- 
ing verſes; in which there are ſeveral things deſetving on 
this occaſion to be particularly taken notice of. When, 
upon the apoſtle's preaching, they believed, and enquired 
what it was their duty to do as chriſtians; the apoſtle im- 

mediately ſums up the whole of their duty in theſe two 
words, repent, and be baptized ; either becauſe that was all, 
or elſe included all, and was then likewiſe underſtood to do 
ſo. But this can no otherwiſe be, than as baptiſm muſt be 

' ſuppoſed, to be the initiation, and itſelf the firſt duty of 
all who believe and repent, whereby they undertake, and 
become obliged to obſerve the whe chriſtian revelation ; 
as it is ſaid of circumciſion, that perſons are thereby obliged 
to keep the whole law of Moſes, as taking on themſelves 
the profeſſion of Judaiſm. And in this view it is, at leaſt, 
very probable that the apoſtle here adviſes them to be bap- 
tized ; for indeed, what poſſible advantage could accrue to 
them, merely from baptiſm in itſelf ? They believed al- 
ready ; they were pricked in their hearts, and felt the-great- 
eſt ſorrow for their crime, as that phraſe imports ; and the 
mere waſhing their fleſh in water could, in itſelf, add no- 
thing which might recommend them to the mercy and ac- 
ceptance of God. As therefore the apoſtle, upon their 
earnet requeſt and inquiry, exhorts them to be baptized, 
as one of the chief and neceſſary parts of their duty on this 
occaſion, it muſt be underſtood to be recommended as the 
rite of initiation into the chriſtian religion ; why elſe ſhould | 
baptiſm have been mentioned here ? It can't be from any = - 

intrinſic value in this above other duties; and yet if bap- 7 

tiſm had not been immediately more neceſſary to thoſe 

perſons, in the preſent circumſtances, upon the chriſtian 
ſcheme, than any other duty, can it be ſuppoſed that the 
apoſtle would have mentioned repentance and baptiſm only, 
and have omitted other things more valuable in their own 
nature, and according to the preſent notions of ſome,-(par- 
ticularly Mr. B—,) more fit to be recommended to them, 
and at leaſt equally neceſſary to have Leen obferved by them? 
Would the apoſtle mention the leſs ncedful, and omit 
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the more weighty and ſubſtantial duties of chriſtianity, 


another; he does not ſay, repent and do juſtice, repent 
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and that too in his inſtructions to perſons who applied to 
him in deep diſtreſs? Would he trouble ſuch perſons in the 
infancy of their faith, and the fears and uneaſineſſes they 
were under ? Would he trouble them with what might as 
well have been deferr'd to any other opportunity, and with 
ſuch things as ſome have now learned, I know not whence, 
to call uſeleſs, inſignificant, or indifferent, and circum- 
ſtances not material, and of little or no conſequence ? The 
apoſtle's conduct ſhews plainly, he had another very different 
notion of this matter, and aſſures them, among the neceſ- 
ſary things inquired after, and which was their indiſpenſible 
duty immediately to perform, that they muſt be baptized 
every one of them. He does not ſay, repent and love one 


and keep the commandments, repent and obey the Lord 
Jeſus, love God above all, and thy neighbours as thy ſelf; 
he does not ſay, repent and obſerve all the great duties of 
religion, or,repent and receive the Lord's ſupper ; but re- 
pent and be baptized. What, is baptiſm then more excel- 
lent and to be preferr'd to all other duties? No; but bap- 
tiſm is mentioned, becauſe it is the firſt duty incumbent on 
chriſtians to perform upon their faith and repentance ; and 
that whereby they enter into the body or church of Chriſt, 
and undertake to live according to his laws, walking in 
newneſs of life. In this view only baptiſm can be fo par- 
ticularly mentioned in this caſe, and then it muſt follow, 
that baptiſm is not the circumſtantial, indifferent thing ſome 
perſons have ventured to call it ; but on the contrary, that 
it is a very great and neceſſary duty incumbent on all be- 
lievers, and required of every one as indiſpenſible to their 

becoming members of Chriſt's body. 5 
Farther, it is to be obſerved in this hiſtory of the con- 
verſion of theſe proſelytes to chriſtianity, they who gladly 
received his word were baptized, ver. 41, that is, all 
they ; *tis not ſaid that ſome, but that in general they, or 
all they who gladly received his doctrine were baptized. 
The being baptized is noted as the neceſſary and immediate 
conſequence of their gladly receiving the chriſtian doctrine. 
Their being baptized cannot-be ſuppoſed to be ſo particu- 
larly meptioned, on account of any real value in the bare 
external performance conſidered in itſelf : The ſame perſons, 
no doubt, believed and repented, and were ſuppoſed to love 
and to fear God and Chriſt, and to hope in them; to deſpiſe 
the world and its engagements, and ſet their heart on __ 
above: 
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above: To put on humility, brotherly love, with an open 
reachable diſpoſition of mind, ready to receive the truth: 
And why then ſhould all theſe virtues be here paſſed over in 


ſilence, and it be only noted that they were baptized ? This 


can be accounted for no other way, but by ſaying that 


baptiſm included all theſe, as it was the ceremony whereby 


they declared themſelves to become members of the ſame 
ſect with the apoſtles, and followers of the ſame maſter, 
and were incorporated in the ſame fociety. And thus, in- 
deed, it is explained in the following part of the ſame 41ſt 
verſe, the whole running thus, Then they who gladly received 
his word were baptized; and the ſame day there were added to 
them about three thouſand ſouls : Or more agreeable to the 
and without tranſpoſing the words, as it is done in our original, 


, tranſlation ; Then they who gladly received his word were 
. baptized, and there were added in that day about three theu- 


ſand ſouls. This plainly ſuppoſes that they were added in 
the manner before mentioned, viz. 'by receiving his word, 
and being baptized ; they who received the apoſtle's word 
were added, but they who received his word were baptized ; 
they. only were added therefore, who were baptized. No- 
thing can be more plain than this is, and therefore 
it follows, that according to this pattern, none can be 
added to the church, but ſuch as both receive the word, and 
are baptized ; but that ſuch as do not believe, and alſo ſuch 
as are not baptized, both the one and the other, cannot be 


. added to the church. That added in this verſe means added 


to the church, is very plain from the known uſe of that 


phraſe in the new teſtament : Thus, Acts v. 14. Believers 


were the more added to the Lord, multitudes both men and wo- 
men. By the way it may be obſerved, that no children, 
but only men and women are ſaid to be added. Again, 
ch. xi. 24. Much people was added to the Lord. But that 
this is the ſenſe of the place, 1 beyond all poſſible 


doubt, from the laſt verſe of the ſecond chapter; in Which 
this way of ſpeaking is compleated, and added is there ex- 


preſsly explained by added to the church in theſe words ; 


And the Lord added to the church daily ſuch as ſhould be ſaved. 


And now it being firlt ſaid, that thy who gladly received his 
word were taptized ; and then immediately after, and of the 
ſame perſons, that there were added to the church that day 
about three thouſand ſouls 3 nothing can be more natural 
than ro underſtand this to mean, that theſe three thouſand 
were added to the church in the manner before related, the 
laſt part of this verſe being an hiſtorical inference drawn 


from the fact mentioned, in the former part, Hence there- 
c fore, 


- 
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f ore, it muſt evidently follow, that if perſons were added 
to the church by being baptized, then none can become 
members of the church without baptiſm.” 
And after ſeveral obſervations upon the words fellow- 
ſhip, breaking of bread, &c. he in page 304. farther adds, 
gut to omit. ſeveral other obſervations which might be 
made upon this latter part of the ſecond of the Acts, it 
will ſure be readily allowed from what I have ſaid, that all 
they who received the apoſtle's doctrine, and believed in 
Chriſt, were inſtantly baptized by the apoſtle's command, 
as the firſt and immediate duty they were to perform; and 


that therefore all believers are equally obliged in the firſt 


place to be baptized, the apoſtle commanding theſe, as be- 
lievers, to ſubmit to this ordinance, before they are ſaid to 
become members of the church. It likewiſe follows, that 
the apoſtle, in his anſwer to that great queſtion his con» 
verts put, about the neceſſary things to be done by them 
who believe, making mention only of repentance and bap- 
tiſm, does manifeſtly make this ordinance of indiſpenſible 
neceſſity ; not, indeed, on account of any real intrinſick 
value, but purely on account of that rank it holds among 
chriſtian duties, from its uſe and deſign for which it is ap- 
pointed; and as it is a ceremony of initiation into, and 
taking up the profeſſion of the chriſtian religion. It alſo 
plainly follows, that receiving the chriſtian doctrine is not 
fufficient to conſtitute members of the chriſtian church 
without baptiſm ; the apoſtle commanding them, after their 
faith, to repent and be baptized ; it being ſo expreſsly de- 
clared that they were baptized, before it is ſaid that the 

were added to the church; and it being ſaid — 
after their baptiſm, that they were added. If it had been 
faid, that many gladly rectiued his word, and there were 
added to the church, &c. this would, no doubt, have been 
urged to ſhew, that baptiſm was not neceſſary; but onl 

receiving the word, upon which they are ſaid to be added. 
But in as much as it expreſsly ſaid, that they who received 
bis word were baptized ;, and then immediately it is ſaid, that 
there were, to wit of theſe, added about three thouſand ſouls, 
it muſt be natural to underſtand it, that they were added in 
this manner, and by this ceremony. And if ſo, then not 


any internal reception and belief of the goſpel; not any 


ſuppoſed ſoundneſs in any particular ſcheme, or articles of 
faith, not any agreement in certain principles and notions, 
is ſufficient to conſtitute perſons members of the church 
without this rite ; which, not indeed from any * 

value, 


9 * Ti 


16 An Anſwer to the Rev, Mr. Bulkley's 
value, but merely by the high authority of Chriſt its inſti- 
tutor, is as ſacred aduty of the chriſtian religion, and ought 
to be obſerved as inviolably in all its parts and uſes, as any 
other thing whatever; for it ſtands upon the ſame authority 
with the whole chriſtian religion, and therefore is of equal 
force and obligation. And it muſt be very bold and dan- 
gerous for men to pretend, on any account, to diſpence 
with this high obligation ; to declare it to be'a ſmall or in- 
different matter; to neglect and put off their obedience, or, 
without any authority, to join themſelves with ſuch as want 
this neceſſary qualification, without which, according to the 
ſcripture, none were received as members of Chriſt's viſible 
church. c | ; 
But to proceed now to a ſecond argument, for the neceſ- 
ſity of baptiſm to church-memberſhip, which we will take 
from thoſe words, John iii. 5. Except a man be born of wa- 
ter and of the ſpirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of Gad. 
It may be very properly noted here, that the whole chriſtian 
church have always underſtood this place of baptiſm with 
water, and that it ought to be ſo underſtood ſeems plain, if 
it be conſidered, that to be born of water is a phraſe never 
uſed to ſignify any thing elſe but baptiſm ; and therefore 
there can be no authority for the putting any other ſenſe 
upon the words, ſince there is a regeneration with water, or 
being born again of water, ſpoken of in ſcripture, by which 
baptiſm has always been meant: And therefore too, we are 
ſaid to be in baptiſm buried to fin, and raiſed to newneſs of 
life, Rom. vi. 4. and to put on the new man, Col. iii. 10. 
that is, to become new men, or be born again. Farther, as 
by the like way of ſpeaking, Matt. iii. 11. baptized with the 
Holy Gheft, and with fire, is plainly meant being baptized 
with the Holy Ghoſt, deſcending in the ſymbol of fire, 
Acts ii. 2. 3. So in that place, the words born again of 
water, and of the ſpirit, being in the ſame conſtruction, 
muſt be underſtood to mean being born again of the ſpirit, 
in the ſymbol of water, or in and by the uſe of this rite 
and ceremony, which our Lord inſtituted to this purpoſe, 
viz. to expreſs and ſignify, and be the ſymbol of our internal 
ſpiritual renovation. It ſeems therefore, I think, from theſe 
conſiderations, at leaſt very probable, that the words, Except 
a man, &c. whatever elſe they may refer to, muſt be under- 
ſtood likewiſe to ſpeak of water baptiſm ; without which, 
therefore none can enter into the kingdom of God. By the 
kingdom of God here ſome. underſtand the kingdom of 


glory, and others the viſible church upon earth, which is in 
| | ſcripture 


— 
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fcripture likewiſe called the kingdom of God. The words 
underſtood either way do ſufficiently prove the point for 
which I have produced them, viz. that none can become 
members of the chriſtian church without baptiſm.* 

And in p. 210. he adds, taking our Saviour's words in 
the other En e, as many do, not of the kingdom of hea- 
ven, but only of his kingdom upon earth, or his church, 
nothing can be more expreſs and full to our purpoſe than 
this text. For having already ſufficiently ſhewn you, that 
by water in this paſſage muſt be meant baptiſm with water 
and our Lord ſo directly declaring, that unleſs a man be 
baptized, as well as regenerated in his mind, he cannot 
enter into the kingdom of God, or the chriſtian church; 
this is exactly, but only in different words, what I produced 
it to prove, viz. that except a man be baptized, he cannot 
be received a member of Chriſt's church, and admitted to 
its privileges. | 

Aſter this he goes on to ſhew, that, The ſame thing may 
be very evidently proved ; thirdly, from Eph. v. 25, 26. 
Even as Chriſt alſo loved the church, and gave himſelf for 
it, that he 1 und cleanſe it with the waſhing of 
water by the word. But this, with what he has ſo con- 
vincingly argued from Heb. x. 22. 1 Cor. vi. 10, 11. and 
ch. xii. 13. Eph. vi. 5. Matt. xx. 22. Luke xii. 50. 
Acts viii. 12. 39, and ch. ix. 6, 10, 18. and ch. xxii. 15. 
and ch. x. 6, 33, 48. and ch. xiv. 32. the reader may 
conſult at his leiſure ; and, I hope, will excuſe the large 
tranſcripts here given, as they are a full anſwer to many 
things ſuggeſted by Mr. B. | 

But farther, to the ſeveral authorities above cited for 
the juſt ſenſe of John iii. 3, 5. I ſhall only add what Dr. 
Wall, in his hiſtory of infant baptiſm, and in his defence 
of the ſame, ſays ; That all the ancient chriſtians (without 
© the exception of one man) do underſtand that rule of 
© our Saviour, John iii. 5, to mean baptiſm ; and that he 
© believes Calvin to be the firſt man that ever denied it ſo 
© to be meant.* This is fo full an atteſtation, to the uni- 
verſal judgment of all antiquity for x4 or 1500 years, in 
favour of the ſenſe which 1 have given of John id. 3, 5. 
and fo directly againſt our author's pretences, that I could 
not avoid tranſcribing it for my readers. And as this is the 
moſt clear, eaſy and natural; the moſt rational and con- 
ſiſtent ſenſe that can be put upon this ſcripture, ſo when 
ever any writers reject the ſame, and endeavour to force a 
metaphorical conſtruction upon the words, one that is not 


only 
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only obſcure, but even unintelligible ; it gives too much 
reaſon-to ſuſpect a deſign to ſerve ſome certain hypotheſis 
which they are very fond of, and determined at all events 
to promote. Whether this was the caſe with Mr. B. 
I ſhall not pretend to ſay, but his propoſitions, as well as 


the improvement, are ſtated in terms plainly calculated to 


draw the attention of his readers, from the clear ſenſe of 
bur Lord in the text: pretending, p. 10. that if by water 
" muſt be meant baptiſm, fo by the kingdom of God muſt be de- 
noted the Lord's ſupper. This ſuppolition runs throughout 
his diſcourſes, but the one is no neceſſary conſequence of 
the other, nor did any writer, I believe, ever ſay ſo but 
himſelf. And tho* what he ſays p. 7. is I preſume gene- 
tally acknowledged, and has often been pleaded for, name- 
ly, that the words of our Saviour in the fifth'verſe, were 
intended to expreſs the ſame ſentiment which is contained in 
theſe preceding words : that is, were intended to explain 
them; yet the inference he would there draw from the ſe- 
venth verſe is really contrary to all the rules of juſt and fair 
reaſoning : he makes indeed a pompous ſhew of ſaying 
ſomething for it, as if by looking into the chapter, in 
« which theſe words are recorded, we ſhall find, that the 
are intended to expreſs exactly the ſame ſentiment, which 
is contained in thoſe preceding words, Except a man be 
born again, he cannot enter into the kingdom of God; as is 
plain from verſe the ſeventh, where this firſt maxim is a- 
gain repeated in ſuch a manner, as neceſſarily to imply, 
that, notwithſtanding the variety of expreſſion, the ſenſe 
or meaning of the third and of the fifth is to be looked 
upon as preciſely equivalent. And that, therefore there 
is nothing in the expreſſion of being born again, that can 
poſſibly of itſelf imply any reference to baptiſm, and 
that we cannot be under any neceſſity of ſuppoſing ſuch 
a reference in that other expreſſion of being born of wa- 
ter, unleſs it can be ſhewn, that no other interpretation 
of this latter phraſe can with propriety be aſſigned.“ And 
again, p. 8, 9. 
That the being born of water does indeed ſolely, and 
intirely refer to this moral purity, without including, as 
any part of its meaning, this or that external emblem 


IR HK R M A 6 6K A a MW ↄ A M a _ Aa 


Saviour himſelf in the words immediately following the 
the text, and expreſsly deſigned to guard againſt any 
wrong interpretation of it. That, he obſerves, ver. 6, 7. 


which is born of the fleſh is fleſh, and that which is born ; 
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the ſpirit it is ſpirit. Marvel not, that I ſaid unto you, 
ye muſt be born again. Nicodemus had before objected, 


< How can a man be born when he is old? Can be enter a 
« ſecond time into his mother's womb and be born? And it is 
in the words juſt now cited that our Lord obviates the 


difficulty. What then is the meaning of them? or what 


© can it be but this, that the birth he referred to was pure- 


ly ſpiritual, and was not to be conſidered, as the objet- 


tion abſurdly ſuppoſed, as having any connection with 
what was born of the fleſh. But if there be any thing 
in chriſtianity, that can juſtly come under the denomina- 
tion of fleſhly or corporeal, it muſt certainly be the or- 
dinances of baptiſm and the Lord's fupper, and theſe 
only, they being immediately relative to the body, tho” 
in their ultimate uſe and intention fitted for the benefit 
and advantage of the mind. To interpret the words of 
the text therefore of theſe two ordinances is to run di- 
rely, and as far as we can, into that very error againſt 
which our Saviour himſelf has expreſsly cautioned us in 
© his own explication of them.” OR 
Except what is ſaid of the term waſh, or waſhed, which 
J ſhall take notice of hereafter, I have tranſcribed the firſt, 
and the whole of our author's ſecond particular for the im- 
provement and ſupport of his firſt head: and by this ſpeci- 
men of his reaſoning, the reader may judge of the reſt. 
He endeavours to depreciate the ordinance of baptiſm, to 
infinuate into the mind of his readers a mean and contemp- 
tible opinion of it as a thing far below the ſpirit of chriſti- 
anity. And inſtead of repreſenting it as an ordinance from 
heaven, and obedience thereto, as the fulfilling of righte- 
ouſneſs after the great and high example of our blefled 
Lord; he ſeems rather to conſider it as a thing fleſhly 
and corporeal ; a thing merely external and corporeal, a cir- 
cumſtance merely external and ritual, &c. and therefore of 
courſe, too mean to be ſtrictly inſiſted upon either by the 
church of Chriſt in its collective body, or much regarded 
by individuals as profeſt chriſtians. But is this way of 
repreſenting our Lord's inſtitution ever likely to increafe 
the number of diſciples to profeſs and practiſe his moſt ex- 
cellent religion? Far from it : for intidelity is much more 
likely to be the conſequence of ſuch a way - of preaching 
and writing, by which this ordinance of Chriſt is repreſent- 
ed as unworthy of our ſtrict regard: Some faving clauſes 
are indeed ſometimes thrown in: Even here Mr. B. b 


allows, that baptiſm and the Lord's ſupper are in their ul- 
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_ timete uſe and intention fitted for the benefit and advantage 
of the mind, And if baptiſm as well as the Lord's ſupper, 
is in its ultimate uſe and intention fitted for the benefit and 
aduantage of the mind, then ſurely, it was not unworthy 
of our Lord to inculcate a ſtrit and punctual regard to it 
in all the members of his church; as in this ſcripture he 
has very plainly done in a juſt correſpondence with his own 
moſt excellent and perfect example of fulfilling all righte- 
ouſneſs, Matt. iii. 13—17. 

From the paſſages above recited, ſome perſons may per- 
haps be led to.doubt, whether our author underſtands what 
belongs to ſound argument and good reaſoning ; but thoſe 
who are acquainted with him, or with the other ſermons 
which he has publiſhed, muſt know he is not defeQive in 
thoſe moſt neceſſary accompliſhments for the miniſtry, and 
may therefore think, that his rejecting, or overlooking the 
cleareſt and moſt rational conſtruction of theſe words, and 
ſubſtituting inſtead thereof what has only ſhow and appear- 
ance, but is utterly inconſiſtent with good ſenſe and ſound 
reaſoning, muſt rather ariſe, from his great zeal for mixt 
communion, and his ſtrong deſire to propagate that opini- 
on: for to pretend that an expreſſion made uſe of by our 
Lord, and ſpoken to Nicodemus on purpoſe to explain the 
terms of a propoſition, muſt itſelf be given up, and inter- 

preted by the very words of the ſame propoſition; which 
propoſition, wanted that very explanation to make it clear- 
ly underſtood, is a way of arguing very new and ſingular ; 
and for this extraordinary reaſon too, viz. becauſe the 
terms of the propoſition are in part repeated again imme- 
diately after, in the 7th verſe, not at all conſidering, that 
the words as they there ſtand, afford the ſtrongeſt argu- 
ment againſt his whole pretence, and that the clear and 


plain truth is this. Our Saviour had ſolemnly affirmed to 


Nicodemus, that except @ man be born again, he could not 
ſee the kingdom of Ged. But which words, being not clear 
and intelligible to his underſtanding, our Lord then ex- 


* 


plains them, and in the 5th verſe; as ſolemnly aſſures him, 


that the true ſenſe and meaning of the phraſe he had before 


uſed, was this; that zxcept a man be born of water, and of 
the ſpirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of God. So that 
having thus informed him better, and inſtructed him how: 


to diſtinguiſh between a natural or fleſhly birth, and that 
which is only a religious or ſpiritual birth; he then, ac- 
cording to the juſteſt and moſt inſtructive rules of reaſon- 
ing, to reproye his ignorance, and remove his ſurpriſe ; 


adds 


| 
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adds as follows, Marvel not that I ſaid unto thee, ye muſt be 
born again. As much as if he had ſaid, I have now aſ- 
ſured you how thoſe words firſt ſpoken by me, muſt in a 
religious ſenſe be always underſtood : and that the perſons 
concerning whom they are ſpoken, muſt be born of mater, 


and not only fo, but alſo, born of the ſpirit, For theſe 
words are not a mere tautology, or uſing two terms to ex- 
preſs one and the ſame thing as Mr. B. pretends, . p. 8. but 
are uſed by our Lord, to ſet forth the two diſtinct parts of 
that ſpiritual or religious birth, by which a man muſt en- 
ter into his church or kingdom, if ever he. becomes right- 
ly a member thereof. Not to ſet forth that which is mere- 
ly external and corporeal, as our author terms it; but as 
accompanying that alſo which is internal or ſpiritual, and 
both together, clearly expreſſive of the ſubjects, moral pu- 
rity of mind and temper, diſcovered by à change of liſe 
and manners, and in bis religious obedience to the divine 
command, as has been ſhewn above, tho' all notice there- 
of hath been carefully avoided by Mr. B. His pretences 
therefore are mere evaſion, without the leaſt proof or good 
authority to ſupport them: And if as the moſt learned aſ- 
ſert, That to be born of water, is a phraſe never uſed to fig- 
nify any thing elſe but baptiſm ; tis not our author's having 
recourſe to three or four ſcriptures, where the word waſh, 
or waſhed is metaphorically uſed, that can deſtroy the 
plain ſenſe of our Lord's words ; becauſe, they do in no 
reſpect come up to his phraſe : a phraſe, ſo limited and 
confined to the ordinance of baptiſm, that it is never once 
uſed of any thing elſe. 

Nor was the phraſe cannot ſee, or cannot enter into the 
kingdom of God, ever once ſuppoſed to mean the Lord's 
ſupper, as Mr. B. argues: tho? only for the ſake of ſug- 
geſting to his readers, that being born of water, has no 
more reference to baptiſm; than entering into the kingdom 
of God has to the Lord's ſupper, p. 9, 10, 11. and there- 

ore under this third particular he rejects his own ſuppoſi- 
tion, as @ ſenſe given to that phraſe, in this particular paſ- 
ſage, which occurs not elſewhere in the new teſtament. This 
like all the reſt is only beating the air : for if, as he ſays, 
by the kingdom of God, no particular doctrine or inſtitution 
of Chriſt is meant, that is, the Lord's ſupper is not meant, 
it does not at all follow that the former phraſe is not to be 
underſtood of baptiſm, and the latter of the viſible church 
of Chriſt : But the firſt has been clearly proved, and that 
the laſt words ought to be underſtood of the church of 
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Chriſt," has been from many ſcriptures, none of 
which appear to have been at all confidered by him : And 
yet he vainly labours to deſtroy the force of the argument 
from this text under conſideration, by referring to a paſſage 
of St. Paul, p. 10. which he pretends, ſeems ab/olutely to 
| Save decided again/t that interpretation of wu words + tho” 
moſt unſortunately for his ſcheme, he has fixed upon one 
that does moſt properly ſignify the church of Chrift. 
Rom. xiv. 17. For here the context ſhews, that, many of 
thoſe who had been incorporated into the kingdom of God, 
or church of Chrift at Rome ; inſtead of imploying their 
talents to 3 in the minds of their brethren, the true 
principles of r:ghteonſneſs, peace, and joy in the holy Ghoft ; 
or — — % affection erh be in the 
profefſion of divine truth, which was undoubtedly the duty 
of every member of that kingdom; yet was fo far from 
being attended to by them, that they became contentious, 
were ready to cenſure and judge their brethren, to grieve, 
and the conſciences of the weak and timerous; and 
to infult over them, in putting Aumbling blocks, or an oc- 
eafion to fall in their brothers way, concerning meats, and 
drinks, and the obſervation of particular days + things, no 
way becoming the church of Chriſt to be ſollicitous about; 
for as members of this kingdom, their church ſtate did 
not conſiſt in meat and drink, but, as the apoſtle ſays, in 
righteouſneſs, and peace, and joy in the Holy Ghoſt, And 
therefore he adds, He that in theſe things ſerveth Chrift, is 
acceptable to God, and approved of men : is therefore, a 
worthy and reputable member of his kingdom. Let vs 
therefore, follow after the things which make for peace, and 
#hings wherewith one may edify another ; for the ſame rea- 
ſons which the apoſtle has here fo forcibly ſet before us. 
This being, plainly, the juſt ſenſe of the text, and the viſi- 
ble church of Chriſt, neceſſarily underſtood by the kingdom 
God therein mentioned : So, if this ſcripture be abſolutely 
decifive as our author pretends ; it muſt be ſo, in direct con- 
tradition to his whole reaſoning. Now has the apoſtle, 
the leaſt view to the Lord's ſupper throughout the whole 
chapter, notwithſtanding Mr. B.'s ſtrange application of 
it; for the ſake of promoting a practice, that would ren- 
der baptiſm uſeleſs, and in the end, bring the whole of 
Chriſt's 1 as a legiſlator of the chriſtian church, in- 

to contempt. e p. 4, 5. 

And a little after, in p. 11. he ſays; It may be juſtly 
« queſtioned, whether this phraſe, the kingdom of God, 
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© is ever uſed in the new teſtament to denote the viſible 
* church of Chriſt, or which amounts to the ſame thing, 
the external proſeſſion of chriſtianity. Our Saviour 
« ſeems rather to declare game ſuch uſe of it, when he 
« ſays, that the kingdom of God cometh not with obſervation, 
« neither ſhall they ſay, lo ! here, or Is ! there, but that it is 
« within us.“ d our author been a quaker, I ſhould not 
have wondered at his endeavouring to put that ſenſe upon 
the words, Luke xvii. 20, 21. but he ſeems to be as much 
miſtaken about the true ſenſe of our Lord's words in this 
ſcripture, as in thoſe before conſidered ; and may perhaps 
find this, juſt as abſolutely deciſive, that is, as directly con- 
trary to his imagination as the words of St. Paul juſt exa- 
mined. For ſurely, he never once conſidered the perſons 
to whom theſe words were addreſſed ; that they were Pha- 
riſees, Chriſt's bittereſt enemies, the moſt perverſe, wicked, 
and adulterous generation; the worlt of hypocrites z whom 
our Lord rebuked with ſharpneſs, and againſt whom he de- 
nounced the ſevereſt woes. They asked him, when 1. 
kingdom of God, or the church of the Meſſiah Gould 
erected, or ſet up; they looked for ſigus from heaven to 
manifeſt the approach of it, Matt. xii. 38—45. ch. xvi. 
14. Ch. xxiii. 13. to the end. But our Lord aſſured 
them, that ſuch things were not to be the forerunners of 
his kingdom; people ſhould not have occaſion to ſay, lo f 
here, or lo! there, from any ſuch appearances ; for behold 
the kingdom of God is within you; it is already come: the 
church of the Meſſiah is already erected, here within your 
land and nation; it is now gathered from the people amongſt 
whom ye dwell. This is plainly the ſenſe of our Lord's 
words, the kingdom of Ged is within you ; becauſe, it is 
moſt evident, that they were ſpoken to the Phariſees, and 
to them only ; and Chriſt could not poſſibly mean, that the 
true chriſtian ſpirit, or that diſpoſition of foul which a real 
chriſtian poſſeſſes, was then within the hearts, or conſciences 
of that generation of vipers, a ſect quite deſtitute of every 
. thing that was a chriſtian, ſpiritual, divine and heavenly : 
yea the bittereſt and moſt malicious perſecutors, not only 
of our Lord, but alſo of his diſciples and followers : could 
Chriſt then once think to ſay, that the kingdom of God was 
within them ? But theſe inſtances, prove, how very wide 
men wander from truth, when, to ſerve an hypotheſis of 
their own, they regard the ſound, more than the ſenſe of 
{cripture, e 
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But, our author farther pretends, p. 1 T. It is apparent; 
that there are other external marks, by which men ma 
© with equaliclearneſs and certainty profeſs themſelves chrif- 
* tians, and conſequently become members of the viſible 
church, without baptiſm:*/ And again, p. 12, 13. It 
muſt ſurely. be obvious to every one; that whatever action 
or ſeries of actions amounts to a declaration of a man's be- 
lief of the goſpel, that action or ſeries of actions muſt by 
© the neceſſary purport and meaning of it conſtitute him a 
© member of the viſible church ;* which like the other, is 
by him ſuppoſed to be without baptiſm : and therefore, he 
adds, Since that very phraſe itſelf, if rationally inter- 
© preted, can mean nothing more than an external profeſſion 
of the goſpel.* But what does all this amount to, is it 
ſaying any thing to ſerve his purpoſe ? He ſeems to allow, 
that baptiſm does mean an external profeſſion of the goſpel : 
and indeed, it is ſo, by the appointment of the goſpel: 
Nay, is it not apparent and obv10us, that the ſcripture is 
ſo far from giving the leaſt countenance to ſuch things as he 
here pleads for, that on the contrary, it repreſents baptiſm 
as the only way by. which we enter into Chrift's church, or 
Aingdom, by which we are added to the church; by which 
we are added to the Lord; by which we put on Chriſt, and 
are planted together in a church ſtate. John iii. 3. 8. 
Acts ii. 41. ch. v. 14. Rom. vi. 3-5. But for Mr. 
to pretend, that a man may be a thorough believer 2 
unity, and yet not obedient to its laws; it is no better, if 
not the very ſame thing that Chriſt himſelf complained of, 
and rejected, when ſome called him, Lord, Lord, but did 
not do his commandments. Luke vi. 46. 49; on which 
ſee my anſwer to the defence of Dr. Foſter's ſermon, p. 29. 
However, as our author very wiſely takes no-notice of any 
thing that confutes what he ſays ; ſo to make a ſhew of 
ſaying ſomething, he takes a- great deal of care ſometimes 
to repeat his ſuppoſitions, over and over again, in the ſame 
leaf, with little or no variation, as above: but all thoſe 
ſuppoſitions, and a great many more in the ſame pages; 
are nothing but mere begging the queſtion ; unworthy of - 
any notice, and without a parallel caſe in ſcripture. He 
refers indeed to the ninteenth chapter of the Ads; not con- 
ſidering, that the diſciples which St. Paul met with at Ephe- 
ſus, were the diſciples of John, and had received his bap- 
tiſm : but as ſoon as they were informed that Chriſt was 
the Meffiah John ſpoke of, and that the baptiſm of water 
was alſo an ordinance of Chriſt's 3 they were obedient to 
2 Wo 
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it, This inſtance therefore inſtead of countenancing the 
neglect of baptiſm, ſhould excite in all believers, a ftrict 


regard, a ſteady and chearful obedience to that ſacred duty 


and ſhews us that none ſhould reſt ſatisfied in any thing 
ſhort of Chriſt's command; even tho' they had ſubmitted 
to a baptiſm derived from heaven : and much more not to 
reſt contented in a mere human ceremony. Moreover, 
from this ſcripture we are led to think, that believing in 
Chriſt, and being baptized into Chriſt, always went toge- 
ther ; and that wherever the firſt is mentioned, the other is 
always to be underſtood. But if men can give as ſuffictent 
evidence of their being chriſtians without baptiſm, as Mr. B. 
aſſerts, why did Chriſt inſtitute it? And, why are the 
ſcriptures totally filent of ſuch ſufficient evidence? Proteſtants 
fay, that, ſcripture is the only rule both of faith, and prac- 
tice in religion : and till his fuffictent evidence is produced 
from thence, and a good reaſon rendered why baptiſm was 
commanded by Chriſt, and yet may be omitted by us, we 
cannot allow ſuch perſons as -our author ſpeaks of, to*be 
true members of the viſible church of Chriſt. But enough 
has been ſaid to this third particular, I therefore proceed 
to the ſuppoſitions contained in his fourth, which begins 
thus. | 

"© It is apparent in the fourth place, that the diſcourſe 
of -which the words we are now confidering make a part, 
was addreſſed by our Saviour to Nicodemus at their firſt 
interview. - Now to ſuppoſe, that in this his firſt diſcourſe 
with him, he ſhould begin with inſtructing him in the na- 
ture and deſign of the external ceremonies of religion, 
would be to repreſent him as acting a part, in this ſingle 
inſtance, contrary to what appears to have been his me- 
thod upon all other occaſions. When he entered upon 
his public miniſtry, the great maxim he -inculcated was, 
Repent, for the kingdom of heaven is at hand. And in his 
converſation with the woman of Samaria, the only point 
inſiſted upon, is the great, fundamental principle of 
chriſtianity and of all religion, the ſpiritual worſhip of God, 
and the being devoted to him by the integrity and good- 
neſs of our hearts, in expreſs contradiction to what is 
merely external and ritual.” To this I anſwer, Nicode- 
mus was no ſtranger to the doctrine and miracles of Chriſt ; 
but confeſſed both to be from God : it was therefore quite 
proper to iꝝſtruct him, in what was neceflary for him to do in 
order for his taking upon him the chriſtian profeſſion; and 
our Lord iaſtructed him accordingly; be having already 2 
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. » tained to a ſuitable degree of faith, which is the ſecond prin · 
Eiple of the doctrine of Chriſt, or the laſt pre · requiſite in or- 
det for baptiſm. Heb. vi. 1, 2.- But as to the other in- 
ſtances which our author mentions, concerning Chriſt's en- 
tering upon his pubic miniſtry, and preaching to the Samari- 
tans, he ſeems not to have conſidered, that as repentance 
according to the order of the goſpel, is previouſly neceſſary 
in order for baptiſm, fo, as it was therefore, firſt preached to 
the Jets, who were believers in the true God; but to the 
Samaritans, pho were ignorant of him, it was moſt proper 
to begin with teaching them how to underſtand his being 
and perfections, with the nature of true ſpiritual and ac- 
ceptable worſhip, in order for their obedience to his poſi- 
tive laws which was to follow ſuch attainments; and there- 
fore, if Chrift had proceeded otherwiſe then he did in either 
of the caſes, I apprehend it would not have been fo ſuitable 

to his wiſdom, nor to the nature and reaſon of things. 

And as to the lawyer's queſtion, Luke x. 26. Our Savi- 
our's anſwer was the moſt pertinent; becauſe, he ſeems 
neither to have asked for information, nor with a deſign to 
obey : He ſeemed (like ſome in our day) to have deſpiſed 
poſitive laws, and only to have tempted our Lord. Chriſt 
therefore referred him to the law, which teacheth the love 
of God and of our neighbour, or firſt principles : Sufficient, 
if duly regarded, to produce in him obedience to all divine 
precepts ; to keep him from opprefling any body; and alſo 
excite him to do good unto ſuch as were in diſtreſs. But 
as particular queſtions, require particular anſwers, according 
to the diſpoſition of the perſon that propounds them ; ſo, 
when the young ruler, put the ſame queſtion to our Saviour 
that the lawyer had done, Luke xviii. 18, his anſwer yaries 
a little, and Chriſt himſelf recites ſome of the command- 
ments. But if any perſon ſhould infer from thence, that 
we owe no love or obedience to God our heavenly father, 
becauſe Chrift did not particularly mention thoſe duties to 
the young ruler, it would be counted very wild and abſurd 
reaſoning; and yet it is juſt the ſame with our author's. 

Moreover, if the young ruler had not put a ſecond queſtion 

to our Lord, Mr. B. might as juſtly have inferred, that 
benevolence to mankind could be no duty ; becauſe Chriſt 

had only bid him, not to do them an injury, as to pretend - 
that baptiſm is of no force, becauſe not expreſsly men- 
tioned in thoſe texts. But our Saviour's referring the young 
ruler to the commandments, muſt certainly ſuggeſt and in- 
Tulcate to him, a due and ſuitable regard to all the poſitive 
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as well as to negative precepts contained in them; and the 
bidding him at laſt to take up his croſs and follow him who 
is the bigh example for every believer, muſt imply his be- 
ing obedient to Chriſt in every thing, and conſequently in 
baptiſm : Our author reaſoning theretore in theſe, as well as 


in the inſtances before conſidered, is not only weak and in- 


concluſive, but his aſſertions alſo founded upon the ſame, are 
even falſe in fat : for that baptiſm was part of Chriſt's firft 
inſtruftion to Nicodemus, and a clear reference made to that 
poſitive duty has been proved; ſo that Mr. B. appears to be 
every way miſtaken: And the inference he would draw in 
the concluſion of this particular, from the Lord's ſupper not 
being inſtituted, till the time of Chriſt's death, only ſhews 
him in this particular point of view, to have as little con- 
ſidered the true natute and deſign of that ordinance, as he 
had before the true meaning of his text. But fee Luke xxii. 
19, 20. I Cor. xi. 24, 25, 26. See alſo my remarks, &c. 
. 105. 

1* 1 4 deſcend to our author's fifth and laſt particular un- 
der his firſt head; where he ſays, p. 16, 17. Our Savi- 
© our had not as yet inſtituted baptiſm ..... nor had him- 
6 ſelf ever baptiſed either in his own perſon, or by his 
« apoſtles acting under his authority, before his converſation 
with Nicodemus.* Theſe are mere aſſertions which have 
nothing to ſupport them but the evangeliſt's filence, in not 
expreſsly mentioning Chriſt baptizing the diſciples he had 
before made in Gallilee, at Capernaum, or elſewhere, as 
recorded in the foregoing chapter ; and alſo in the fourth 
chapter of St. Matthew's goſpel, where Mr. B. might have 
ſeen, that Jeſus upon the commencement of his miniſtry, a 
little after he was baptized by John, went into Gallilze ; and 
that he had gathered diſciples there, before the time he 
went up to Jeruſalem with his diſciples, and Nicodemus's 
coming to him. St. Peter alſo aſſures us. Acts x. 36—39. 
that the word which God ſent unto the children of Iſrael, 
preaching peace by Jeſus Chriſt, that word which was pub- 
liſhed throughout all Fudea, began from Gallilee, after the 
baptiſm which John preached. And if the whole goſpel diſ- 
penſation, which was publiſhed throughout all Judea, be- 
gan from Gallilee ; then haptiſm was inſtituted before our 
Saviour's converſation with Nicodemus. And this St. Peter 
muſt know, as he was one of Chriſt's firſt diſciples. Nay, 
this I think is confirmed from the whole ſeries and account 
of thoſe tranſactions. For John ſays, ch. iii. 22. After 
theſe things came Jeſus and his diſciples in the land of Fudea, 
E 2 and 


—— 
n DER Er 


28 An Anſwer to the Rev. Mr. Bulkley's 
and there he tarried with them and baptized. In vhich rela- 
tion we have not a ſingle word that indicates its being the 
beginning of Chriſt's baptizing, or that it was the firſt time 
Jeſus every baptized any; but only that he farried with 
his diſciples and baptized in Fudea, as he had done before in 
Gallilzee and other places: this I think is the moſt natural 
conſtruction of the words: and therefore afterwards it is 
ſaid ; When the Lord knew how the. Phariſees had heard that 
5 made and baptized more diſciples than Fohn, be left 
udea, and departed again into Gallilee, ch. iv. 1—3. 
Here the making diſciples, and baptizing them, are ſo ex- 
preſſed and connected together, as plainly to ſhew, that all 
who were made diſeiples by Chriſt were alſo baptized by him, 
or his diſciples. © So that there is no reaſon to think that our 
Lord ever made diſciples in Gallilee wichout baptizing them, 
any more than he did in Judea: and the words of the text are 
very far from limiting of the account with the Phariſees heard, 
a made and baptized more diſciples than John, as tranſ- 
acted only in Judea ; and conſequently baptiſm was taught 
and praQtiſed by Chriſt, before he talked with Nicodemus. 
But I farther obſcrve in anſwer to ſome other of our au- 
thor's ſuppoſitions ; that Nicodemus was a Phariſee, and 
that ſome of the Phariſees had before that time been ſent as 
meſſengers from Jeruſalem unto John, to know if he was 
the Chriſt : where it alſo appears, that they inclined to be- 
lieve he was ; becauſe he baptized, which fairly implies, 
that they had ſome kind of expectations that the Meſſiah 
would introduce, or ſet up ſome ſuch new inſtitution, or 
they would not ſo readily have ſaid, My baptizeſt thou then 
if thou be not the Chriſt, nor Elias, neither that prophet. 
Nicodemus therefore could not ſurely be quite ignorant of 
baptiſm, nor that it might be a part of the Meſhah's diſ- 
penſations, but only he did not underſtand it in the words 
of Chriſt, ye uni be born again. So that the whole of our 
author's pretences under this fifth particular, like all the o- 
ther, diſcovers nothing ſo much as his prejudice and inatten- 
tion : And his introducing theſe words, the Lord's ſupper, 
at every turn where that ordinance has nothing to do, on- 
ly tends to perplex the ſubject. The quotation before given 
from Dr. Gale, plainly ſhews how greatly Mr. B. was miſ- 
taken in what he ſays at theconcluſion of this particular, as + 
recited,” p. 17. And thus I ſhall diſmiſs all his ſuggeſtions 
under his firſt head, with only juſt obſerving, that the pages 
1 have already examined, clearly ſhew what regard is due to 
our author as an expoſitor of ſcripture in this controverſy ; 
from the falſe gloſſes put upon his text, and all the other 
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| ſcriptures mentioned by him. But as I hope the juſt and 
true import of them is herein ſufficiently cleared and eſta- 
bliſhed, and the foundation of that curious ſuperſtructure 
which his fine imaginatioa had raiſed, thereby entirely 
ruined, ſo there is no occaſion for me to expoſe in like man- 
ner, the many fancies and ſuppoſitions in his other pages, 
as I might do, if I was willing to ſwell theſe papers to a 
volume: I ſhall therefore juſt note an inſtance or two, 
which ſhew his reaſoning under the ſecond head to be as ex- 
traordinary, as the inftance already conſidered. 

In page 18. He ſays, But in order to do all poſſible 
« juſtice to the argument we are upon, let it be for the pre- 
« ſent admitted, that this paſſage, namely, Fohn iii. 5. has 
in general a reference to baptiſm.” Nay, p. 19. * He 
{ill farther allows, that the words contained a fixed, in- 
variable rule, that none ſhould be admitted to the Lord's 
ſupper, who had not been previouſly baptized. And after 
this he acknowledges, that the immerſion of the adult 
upon a ſerious profeſſion of their faith in Chriſt, is the 
only baptiſm inſtituted by the Goſpel. And that we 
have, he thinks, reaſon abundantly ſufficient for ſaying 
ſo.* And again, p. 20. we have not any doubt, but that 
the baptiſm which we have received, upon profeſſion of 
our faith in Chriſt, is the baptiſm which he appointed.” 
What our author here, in juſtice to the argument admits 
and allows, is a direct contradiction to his former pretences; 
and yet he immediately contradiQts the ſame in his reaſoning 
upon it; which indeed, is ſuch, as I could hardly have 
thought any wiſe man would have penned ; but I find when 
ſome perſons are very fond of an hypotheſis, they are fo will- 
ing to make a ſhew of ſaying ſomething for it, that they 
often mention objections, and make ſuch conceſſions as 
they are never able to anſwer. If this ſhould by ſome be 
aſcribed to the weaknefs of Mr. B's cauſe, yet ſurely none 
can attribute that weakneſs to him in the want of capacity 
for deſcerning better ; becauſe, in juſtice to the argument, 
he ſeems to allow the truth which the above paſlages ex- 
preſs : tho? his ſtrong deſire for mixed communion. makes 
him diſpute the full force of them; and therefore he asks, 
P- 19. A bo is to judge, whether the perſon offering himſelf 
ta our communion be baptized, or not. But what Be means 
by ſaying of John iii. 5. that this paſſage has in general a 
reference to baptiſm is not very eaſy to determine. For if 
the immerſion of the adult, upon a 2 profeſſion of their 


faith in Chriſt, is the only baptiſm inſtituted by the goſpel 
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as he affirms ; I am ſure his text cannot poſſibly have 4 re- 
ference to any human ceremony which paſſed during the in- 
Fancy of the perſons he pleads for. And if be allius, that 
the words, John iii. 5. contain à fixed, invariuble rule, that 
none ſhould be admitted to the Lord's ſupper, who had not been 
previouſly baptized, he muſt alſo allow that none but thoſe 
who have, had the only baptiſm inſtiiuted by the goſpel ; can 
* ·᷑· fort to the Lord's ſupper by that fixed invariable 
rule. 

Again, if as he aſſerts, that the immerſion of the adult 
upon a ſerious profeſſion of their faith in Chriſt, is the only 
baptiſm inſtituted by the goſpel : And that we have reaſon a- 
bundantly ſufficient for ſaying ſo. And therefore, as for our- 
ſelves we have not any doubt, but that the baptiſm, which 
we have received upon profeſſion of our faith in Chriſt, is 
the baptiſm which he appointed; then it is not poſſible for 
us to think, that any perſons have received chriſtian bap- 
tiſm, who never were immer ſed, upon a ſerious profeſſion of 
their faith in Chriſt, which is the only baptiſm inſtituted by 
the goſpel : and therefore we cannot admit them to out 
communion in the Lord's ſupper, without acting contrary 
to the dictates of our conſciences, the undoubted judgment 
of our own minds; and in direct violation of our Lord's 
fixed invariable rule, that none ſhould be admitted to the 
Lord's ſupper who had not been previouſly baptized. Nor 
can the force of this reaſoning, and his conceſſions- upon 
which it is founded, be in the Feaſt aftefted by the follow- 
ing words, p. 19. Who is to judge, whether the perſon 
offering himſelf to our communion be baptized or not? 
© Have we any authority to impoſe this judgment upon 
© others, or oblige them to make it the rule of determina- 
tion in their own caſe ?* This is fo far from diſproving 
what he had before acknowledged, that his mentioning it 
was to no purpoſe : Becauſe we thereby impoſe nothing upon 
others, nor any way oblige them to make it the rule of deter- 
mination in their own caſe, we only act, and ſpeak like up- 
right and conſcientious chriſtians, who have not any doubt 
in that caſe, but have reaſon abundantly ſufficient for ſaying 
what we do, and for keeping to the fixed invariable rule of 
the goſpel ; whilſt we leave every body to think, and ſpeak, 
and act according to their own judgment and conſcience : 
And fo far as we know, they do ſo; when they receive the 
Lord's ſupper together. But as to thoſe Mr. B. ſpeaks of, 
p- 19. Who really and conſcientiouſly apprehend, that by 
© any thing that has paſſed, during their infancy, the chrif- 
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© tian appointment of baptiſm has been truly and fully com- 
© plied with, ſo far as relates to their own perſonal concern 
© with that inſtitution,” we are ſo far from impoſing our 
ſentiments upon them, that we ſhould refuſe the ordinance 
of baptiſm to any men who would make us that declaration : 
becauſe, we ſhould thereby be fully aſſured, that he could 
not comply with it in the anſwer of a good conſcience to- 
wards God, and whatſoever is not of faith is fin. How- 
ever as we would impoſe nothing upon any man, ſo we 
think that no man has any authority to impoſe his judgment 
upon us, or to oblige us to make it the rule of determination in 
our own caſe, about receiving him to our communion. 
And ſurely our author could never imagine, that a whole 
church, the members of which have not any doubt, but rea- 
ſon abundantly ſufficient for ſaying, that the immer ion of the 
adult upon a ſerious profeſſion of their faith in Chrift, is 
the only baptiſm in/{ituted by the goſpel ; yet muſt all impli- 
citly ſubmit their conſciences, to the erring judgment of 
one ſingle perſon, as they muſt neceſſarily do (even under 
the terrifying convictions above mentioned) when they re- 
ceive any into their communion, who they know never had 
received the only baptiſm inſtituted by the goſpel : and be- 
ſides, this would alſo be a direct violation of the fixed in- 
variable rule of Chrift, that none ſhould be admitted to the 
Lord's ſupper that had not been previouſly baptized. He 
might therefore as well argue that one is more than an hun- 
dred; or that the minority is much greater, and ought to 
be ſubmitted to by the majority : but how ſtrange would 
it appear ſhould any man argue aftey the ſame manner upon 
any other ſubject but that of religion, 

Moreover, as there is not a man of common under- 
ſtanding but muſt know, ſo Mr. B. ought to have conſi- 
dered, that no ceremony, which is not in itſelf the only 
baptiſm Chriſt in/tituted by the goſpel, can ever become ſo, 
in the judgment of that church, the members of which are 
ſo far from having any doubt, that they have reaſon abun- 
dantly ſufficient for ſaying, that the immerſion of the adult, 
| upon @ ſerious profeſſion of their faith in Gall is the only 
baptiſm inſtituted by the goſpel + let the perſons who err 
from that baptiſm ever ſo conſcientiouſly apprehend, that by 
any thing that has paſſed during their infancy, the chriſtian 


appointment of baptiſm has been truly and fully complied with, 


fo far as relates to their own perſonal concern with that inſti- 
tution ; for our conſciences muſt no more be impoſed upon 
by their bare pretence, nor our judgment determined by 
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their ſincere miſtake, than their erring conſcience and judg- 
ment muſt by what we have not any doubt in, but reaſon a- 
bundantly ſufficient for ſaying to the contrary : Nor is there 
a man in the world that has the leaſt right to claim it of us; 
neither will any wile and good man ever expect it. And 
if ſuch an one ſhould deſire to receive the communion with 
us, he could not, as our author pretends, p. 21. Think it 
extremely hard to be excluded from it, merely becauſe he was 
not in our judgment regularly and truly baptized, that is, re- 
fuſed by us, on-account of his not having been obedient to 
Chrift, in the only baptiſm inſtituted by the goſpel : on the 
contrary, he muſt rather applaud our integrity, and that 
juſt regard which he muſt ſee we pay to Chriſt's authority, 
in that fixed invariable rule, that none ſhould be admitted to 
the Lord's ſupper who had not been previouſly baptized. And 
of this we have an inſtance in the late reverend, pious and 
learned Mr, Whiſton, who in his addreſs to the Baptiſts, 
p. 24. and his Memoirs, p. 491. ſays, Nor, did I refuſe to 
« ſtay, Auguſt 2d. at Morcat during the celebration of the 
Lord's ſupper, without a form, which was very gravely, 
© and very much to the edification of the congregation per- 
formed by the elder that officiated, and duly diſtributed 
© by the deacons; with a collection for the poor, tho” 
I was not permitted to partake of it myſelf, at which I 
© took no offence ; becauſe I know the Baptiſts are not at 
< preſent ſatished in giving it to any but thoſe baptized by 
< immerſion.” However, if our author, and the Pedo- 
baptiſts with whom he is acquainted, are of ſo different a 
temper, as to take offence when they ought to commend, 
it can be no recommendation to the communion of 
any. ſociety. . And if he has no more regard for the 
purity of 'the chriſtian inſtitution, and for what he 
knew, is the only baptiſm inſtituted by the goſpel ; if he 
can ſo readily violate the fixed invariable rule of Chriſt, 
that none ſhould be admitted to the Lord's ſupper who had not 
been previouſly baptized ; and can take his communion with 
ſuch as he knows never had the baptiſm, he is, I believe, in 
as much danger, as any perſon that bears the name of bap- 
tiſt, of being, as he expreſſes it, reconciled to the . . . . com- 
munion in the Lord's ſupper with thoſe of the roman catholic 
bene, p- 20, 21. 
ndeed, according to our author's reaſoning, I do not ſee 

how he can juſtify his on ſeparation from any church: 
Or that it is poſſible to reconcile his preſent diſſenting from 
the eſtabliſhed church with his own arguments; P 
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ſuch, that there is not a proteſtant diſſenter in the kingdom 
tan juſtly thank him for his labours, becauſe; the whole 
body of them of all denominations, are moſt evidently con- 
demned by what he ſays. It is I believe generally acknow- 
ledged by the miniſters of the church of England, that, if 
any people have reaſon to diſſent from their communion, 
it is the baptiſts. But as Mr: B. thinks it unlawful for us 
to exclude any from our communion who profeſs themſelves 
chriſtians, or who deſire to partake with us of the Lord's 
ſupper ; it. muſt ſurely be unlawful for him to refuſe com- 
munion with the church of England in the Lord's ſupper : 
which he ſays; p. 25. by its outward form in particular 
« plainly appears to have been eſpecially deſigned to remind 
chriſtians of that charity and love, which they owe to 
one another, notwithſtanding any differences in opinion 
that may ſubſiſt among them. And then he adds; p. 26. 
What now can more directly tend to fruſtrate and defeat 
this particular deſign of the ordinance, than. . .. the ex- 
cluding any of our chriſtian brethren from the uſe and 
benefat of it. And tho' what he ſays in many things, 
was fully anſwered before he writ them; yet, ſtill farther 
to ſhew the weakneſs and inconſiſtency of this diſcoutle, -I 
will here tranſcribe a page or two of it; only inſerting the 
word ſeparation, inſtead of excluſion or limitation, where- 
by my readers, and Mr. B. himſelf, may clearly fee, that, 
it his arguments have any kind of force in. them againſt us, 
1 mult equally condemn himſelf, with the whole body of 
diſlenters of every denomination, in ſeparating themſelves 
from the eſtabliſhed church. For p. 27. he ſays; 
* What is the natural tendency of ſuch a ſeparation, but 
to alienate our affections from the reſt of the chriſtian 
world ? For let me appeal to every man's own judgment 
and ſenſe of things, and ask ; whether we are not more 
likely to look upon thoſe, whom we think ourſelves not 
at liberty to continue in their chriſtian communion, with 
indifference of mind and coolneſs of affection, than upon 
thoſe, whom we conſider, as the perſons, with whom 
we ought to communicate in the celebration of this ordi- 
nance? If we ſay, that we may have a truly catholic and 
candid ſpirit, notwithſtanding this ſeparation of our com- 
munion ; the ſame exactly may others ſay, who ſhould 
ſeparate themſelves from our communion, and as we 
* ſhould think very unjuſtly. But it is a matter of no 
* conſequence, that by ſuch a {operation of our communi- 
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did and catholic temper and in immediate oppoſitian to 
© its dictates, how careful ſoever we may be to cherith it, 
upon all other occaſions; but likew iſe that we addict our- 
< ſelves to a practice, that has a natural and apparent ten- 
© dency to weaken the very ſpirit itſelf, and principle of 
© chriſtian charity in our hearts? Are not the expediency 
« and uſefulneſs, on the one hand, and the inconveniency and 
« detriment, on the other, of religious obſervances entire- 
© ly and abſolutely to be determined by the tendency, 
© which 'they have, to promote the chriſtian ſpirit or the 
* 38 ? And this is exactly what my preſent argument 
© is founded upon. Far be it from me to ſay, that thefe 
« ſeparating meaſures do always in fact damp or impair the 
' © generous affections of thoſe who adhere to them, farther 
than hat is neceſſarily implied in the very /eparation it - 
6 ſelf, as a practice manifeſtly repugnant to thoſe affecti- 
© ons? But if this be its direct and immediate tendency, 
© and if we cannot but preſume, that it muſt in many in- 
ſtances have had very unhappy effects of this kind, we 
muſt ſurely conſider it as a practice highly inconſiſtent 
with the generous ſpirit of the goſpel, and with the de- 
ſign of the Lord's ſupper in particular. And therefore 
we cannot ſuppoſe our Saviour to have appointed any 
| ſuch ſeparation, without ſuppoſing him at the ſame time, 
to act in oppoſition to the deſign of his own religion, 
and to the ſcope and meaning of his own inſtitution. 
This together with the other arguments, that have been 
already inſiſted upon, muſt, I think, appear abundantly 
ſufficient to ſhew, that our Saviour cannot reaſonably be 
thought, either in the text or in any other part of his in- 
ſtructions given to mankind, to have made the difference 
of opinion.. . . and that different practice, which is 
the conſequence of it, a ground of ſeparate communion, 
and that therefore we are under no obligations by virtue 
of his authority to /et up a ſeparate communion.” 

What therefore our author can urge to vindicate his ſepa- 
rating from the communion of the church of England, that 
will not equally juſtify our limited communzon, I am not able 
to conceive : becauſe, immediately after the above paſſage, he 
expreſsly ſays, p. 29. * That neither our Saviour nor his apoſ- | 
© tles ever made ſuch excluſive terms of communion with 
< reſpett to other:points, which we muſt needs allow to be 
© of far greater importance than baptiſm, . ... . of in- 
«© finitely greater moment, than any notions we can enter- 
© tain about baptiſm, be they ever ſo juſt and defenſible, 

| or 
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© or any manner of adminſtering it, be it ever ſo exactly 
« agreeable to the original and primitive ſtandard.* And 
p. 30. he adds, by not doing this, has he not in the 
« cleareſt manner pointed out to all his diſciples and fol- 
© lowers, what ought to be their conduct with reſpect to 
£ ſuch different ſentiments, as they may happen to enter- 
'© tain about the particular doctrines, or external appoint- | 
© ments of the goſpel ? Has he not thus plainly intimated, 
<. that theſe differences ought not to be the leaſt bar or im- 
© pediment to our friendly and unlimited communion, or 
participation in all the exerciſes of religion and ordinan- 
< ces of the goſpel. | 

Now, if Mr. B. really believes, that Chriſt has in the 
cleareſt manner pointed out to all his diſciples and A owers, 
what ought to be their conduct with reſpect to ſuch Uifferent 

entiments, about the particular doctrines or external appoint- 
ments of the goſpel, as may happen to ariſe, or can poſſibly 
ſubſiſt in their minds or practice in relation to them: yet 
there ought to be no ſeparation, but an unlimited partici- 
pation in all the exerciſes of religion and ordinances of the 
geſpel ought to ſubſiſt and remain; then it is not eaſy to 
conceive, for what reaſon, and upon what grounds it is, 
that our author not only ſeparates himſelf, but upholds a 
ſchiſm, and as far as in him lies, endeavours to increaſe 
the number of ſeparatiſts from the eſtabliſhed church. For 
if it be unjuſtifiable or unlawful for the baptiſts not to ad- 
mit any perſons who profeſs themſelves chriſtians, to church 
memberſhip, and to partake with us of the Lord's ſup- 
per ; it mult certainly be equally unlawful for us, to ex- 
clude ourſelves. from the eſtabliſhed church which is will- 
ing to receive us into her communion. But according to 
Mr. B. the ſin and guilt of all our churches, and of every 
other congregation of the proteſtant diſſenters throughout 
the whole kingdom, muſt be much greater, in forming ſo- 
cieties, and ſetting up ſeparate communions in oppoſition 
to her, becauſe, he ſays, that, different ſentiments about 
the particular doctrines, or external appointments of the goſ- 
pel, cannot be the leaſt bar or impediment to our friendly 
and unlimited communion, or participation in all the exerciſes 
of religion and ordinances of the goſpel. And if it is law- 
tul, and they may once communicate together, notwith- 
Kanding all ſuch different ſentiments as they may happen to 
entertain about thole doctrines and appointments, then ſure- 
ly, it muſt in his judgment, be fo at all times, and in all 


places: becauſe, he fays, Chriſt has in the cleare/t manner 
F 3 pointed 
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| pointed out 10 all his diſciples and fellowers, what ought to 


their conduct, with reſpett to ſuch different ſentiments : an 

therefore, upon his principles, they can have no authority 
from Chriſt to diſturb the peace, to create diviſions, to e- 
ſtabliſh, or to uphold ſchiſms in his myſtical body the 
church: which according to him is 4 practice highly in- 
conſiſtent with the general ſpirit ef the goſpel, and with the 
dejign of the Lord's ſupper in particular. And therefore, 


tue canngy ſuppoſe our Savicur to have appointed any ſuch ſe- 


paration, without ſuppoſing him at the ſame time, to act in 
oppoſition to the * of bis own religion, and to the ſcope 
and meaning of his own inſtitution. What therefore muſt 
we think of Mr. B's ſeparation from the eftabliſhment : it 
cannot poſſibly ariſe from principle, which is not only very 
clear frgm the paſſages aboye recited 5 but from many o- 
thers, which repreſent to us his ſettled judgment, that 9 
errors of any kind will juſtify ſuch excluſion or ſeparation, 
but that we mu! conſider it as a praflice highly inconfiflent 
with the general ſpirit of the goſpel, and with the deſign of 
the Lord's ſupper in particular. And if any perſons ſhould 
aſcribe his ſepgration, either to a ſpirit of faction, or to 
private views; it would be attributing it to the very worſt 
motives that a man can act from, which I am very far 
from doing, and am therefore wholly at a loſs what to think 
on this point: Tho' did I know the true reaſons and mo- 
tives of his diſſenting, I ſhould the better know how ta 
give a proper anſwer to them; but as he hath ſo ſtrongly 


aſſerted, that different ſentiments about the particular doc- 


trines or external appointments of the goſpel, ought not to be 
the leaſt bar or impediment to our unlimited communion, or 
participation in all the 2 of religion and ordinances of 
the goſpel : there cannot ſurely be any thing believed or 
practiſed in the church of England, which can juſtify his 
ſeparation : and not only his ſeparation, but alſo his up- 
holding and maintaining a ſeparate communion in oppoſi- 
tion to her. Ihis ſurely is utterly inconſiſtent with his 
whole argument, and with what he terms, a truly catholic and 
candid ſpirit, what direly tends, not only to fruſtrate and 
defeat the peculiar deſign of the ordinance, but to alienate 
the affe&rons of his followers from the ret of the chriftian 
worid; to make them loo# with indifference of mind and 
coolneſs of offeftion upon their brethren. By his ſeparation 
therefore, he muſt not only act in direct contradiction to this 
candid and catholic temper, and in immediate oppoſition to its 
diftates.. . . . . but likewiſe to addict himſolf to a practice, 

that 
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that has a natural and apparent tendency to weaken the very 
ſpirit itſelf, and principle of chriſtian charity in his heart, 
and alſo in the hearts of all thoſe that follow him : So that 
it he would convince the world he is ſincere, and really be- 
lieves what he has preached and printed for others: (urely 
he ſhould ſhut up the doors of his meeting-houſe, and join 
the communion of our eſtauliſhed church, or the church 
of Rome; to avoid the charge of ſchiſm, and the wicked- 
neſs of upholding ſuch unjuſtifiable diviſions in the chriſ- 
tian world, to the unſpeakable injury of the chriſtian cauſe, 
if not peril of the ſouls of men, But if he ſhould refuſe to 
do this, and attempt to defend his ſeparation, I apprehend 
the ſame arguments which are ſufficient to do that, will as 
well juſtify the baptiſts in refuſing to admit any into church 
fellowſhip, or to @ participation with them of the Lord's 
ſupper; who are not baptized : and then he muſt give up 
his whole argument, and retract what he has publiſhed a- 
ainſt our limited communion, that he may thereby be con- 
Fltent with himſelf. | 2 
Another ſpecimen of our author's profound reaſoning a- 
gainſt our ſtrict adheſion to Chriſt's authority in the ordi- 
nance of baptiſm, we have P- 29. before cited in theſe 
words : * That neither our Saviour nor his apoſtles ever 
made ſuch excluſive terms of communion with reſpe& to 
© other points.” Had they done ſo in many points, I think 
there is no great doubt but Mr. B's ready invention could 
have found ſomething to have ſaid againſt them: and he 
muſt know, that ſome perſons would on that very account 
have ſaid much more againſt the whole chriſtian inftitution 
than they can poſſibly find room for now. And therefore, 
as the late Dr. Foſter ſays in his ſermon on this ſame ſubject. 
It is much more honourable to our holy religion, that 
there be a general eaſy rule, for the communion of all 
* chriſtians ; than to explain it in ſuch a manner, as leaves 
c jt on uncertain and indeterminable principles, and, con- 
* ſequently-to humour and prejudice.” But does it at all 
follow, that, becauſe neither Chrift ner his apoſtles ever 
made other points the condition of entering into his church, 
that therefore he has not done it in this, and that his plain 
expreſs words, John iii. 5. muſt not be ſo underſtood. He 
might as well aſſert, that becauſe God never made any other 
point but circumciſion, the condition of every male's eat- 
ing of the Lord's paſſover amongſt the Jews; that there- 
fore he never did it in that point. But that every ſerious 
Gentile who was not circumciſed, had as much right to, 


and 
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and might as reaſonably and as lawfully eat of it as the 
Jews themſelves : it being a memorial of that ſpecial good- 
neſs and mighty power which God exerted in favour of 
thoſe who were believers in, and worſhippers of him, as 


the only true God : and fo to uſe his own phraſe, might 
be productive of the moſi 2 and ſalutary efects upon 


bis temper and life, p. 22. This paſſage has ſomething in 
it very extraordinary, and therefore I ſhall take the liberty 
to tranſcribe the whole; applying it to believing Gentiles 
and the Lord's paſſover; inſtead of chriſtian believers and 
the Lord's ſupper : for in my opinion it looks full as well 
in that light, and muſt have been of equal weight- and 
force, againſt the neceſſity of a Jewiſh proſelyte's receiving 
the ordinance of circumciſion in order to his eating the 
paſſover under the Jewiſh, as it is againſt a believer's obe- 
dience to the ordinance of baptiſm, in order to his partak- 
ing of the Lord's ſupper under the chriſtian diſpenſation, 
Mr. B. after mentioning the deſign of the Lord's ſupper, 
and our Saviour's expreſs words, This do in remembrance of 
me, ſays, And is not every ſerious, well-diſpoſed Gentile 
© (his word is chriſtian) capable of complying with this 
4 commandment ; even tho' he may not, thro' the miſ- 
« take of his judgment, have been circumciſed (his word is 
baptized) in his adult years? May he not nevertheleſs 
remember the great Redeemer of mankind with cordial 
affection? May he not celebrate his condeſcending love 
with fervent praiſe and gratitude? May not his doing 
this, by an attendance upon an ordinance of our bleſſed 
God's own appointment, be productive of the moſt bene- 
ficial and ſalutary effects upon his temper and life, effects 
of the very ſame kind with thoſe, which can alone be 
rationally expected by any one to ariſe from a ſerious and 
regular attendance upon this ordinance? To ſuppoſe 
therefore, that our God ſhould inſtitute this ordinance 
naturally capable of being uſeful to all ſerious Gentiles, 
and yet ſhould by another appointment exclude from at- 
tending upon it thoſe, who are in no reſpect diſqualified 
for receiving all the ſame benefits from it, that any 
others can reaſonably or juſtly look for, would be tc ſup- 
poſe, what is abſolutely inconſiſtent with his character, 
as a Wiſe and prudent, but much more as an infallible 
iſlator.“ 

Hence we clearly fee the inconcluſiveneſs of our author's 
pleas: that they are not only trifling, but even falſe in 
fact: For what do all his maybe's f1gnity ? Are they a proof 

of 
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of any thing but the weakneſs of his cauſe, and his readi- 
neſs to ſacrifice an inſtitution of the goſpel for the ſake of 


promoting a darling ſcheme, a novel and merely human 


ſcheme oppoſed to the divine authority ? He ought ſurely 
to have conſidered, that it is not our own fancies, not 
what we fondly wiſh for, and deſire to have practiſed in 
chriſtian communities as wiſeſt and beſt in our eſteem; but 
only what God himſelf has appointed, and made the rule of 
his people's obedience and conduct, with regard to himſelf 
and others, that will juſtify his church in receiving mem- 
bers to partake of the peculiar privileges thereof. And 
therefore, when men will argue againſt revelation only up- 
pon mere ſuppoſitions and maybe's of their own, the a- 
ſtle's words, Rom. ix. 20. are a fit anſwer. Nay, but 
5 as, who art thou that replięſt againſt Gd? Shall the 
thing formed, ſay to him that formed it, why haſt thou made 
me thus? We know infinite wiſdom cannot err, and ſhould 
keep cloſe to its directions in every thing; for as Mr. Chil- - 
lingworth fays, No demon/tration can be flronger than this, 
God hath ſaid ſo, therefore it is true. But from Mr. B's, 
and certain other performances, we ſee, what unbounded 
lengths ſome men will run, when they have a favourite 
point in view; neither conſidering the evil, nor diſcerning 
the conſequences of what they ſay ; tho” it be to the diſ- 
honour of the infinitely wiſe Jehovah, and the reproach of 
ſupernatural revelation ; by which the religious duties both 
of Jews and chriſtians ought to be directed and regulated, 
And therefore we need not at all wonder that infidelity ſo 
greatly prevails in our day, when ſuch kind of ſentiments 
are publiſhed by chriſtian miniſters, both from the pulpit 
and the preſs. Our author has not only diſcovered his incon- 
ſideration, and the weakneſs of his cauſe, in making uſe of 
ſuch weak and trifling pleas ; but he has in a very ſtrange 
and unaccountable manner, taken upon him, in this and 
ſome other places to arraign and judge his Maker and Savi- 
our; by a moſt flagrant impeachment of his wi/dom and 
prudence, and charging our infallible Legiſlator with ap- 
pointing what is abſolutely inconſiſtent with his N 
on this ſuppoſition, that the ſcriptures are from him, 
the duty in diſpute contained therein: And this (as the 
ſame arguing affects both) for no other reaſon, but becauſa 
he was pleaſed to eſtabliſh, not only under the Jewiſh, bu 
alſo under the chriſtian diſpenſation ; a proper and moſt 
reaſonable teſt of his ſubjects ſincere obedience, in orde 
for their enjoyment of the full privileges of his peculia 
churc;. 
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church and people. A thing every way worthy, and bighty 
Becoming the dignity and majeſty of an Minty wiſe and 


ommnipotent God; who ought to be obeyed in every thing, 
"Ir every ſignification of his will, by ſuch frail dependent 


creatures as we are. May all thoſe who have has pc" 
impeached his infinite, unchangeable, and glorious perfec- 
Yions, be brought to ſee the fatal tendency-thereof, and in 
conſequence of that make public retraction of thoſe per- 
nicious fentiments which they have advanced. 

From what has been ſaid, the inconcluſiveneſs and weak- 
neſs of our author's way of arguing, is, I preſume, ſuffi- 


_ riently evident. And as his reaſoning is thus extraordinary, 


fo his application of ſcripture is every way equal to it. This 
is manifeſt from the very few texts which he pretends to 
touch upon, as 'I have herein already made appear : and 
the ſame is as evident from that which remains to be re- 
marked. In p. 19. he asks, Does not St: Peter ſay, that 


baptiſm is not the putting away the filth of oor or the 


© waſhing of water merely, but the anſwer of a good con- 
ſcience towards God? Tho! if our author does not, yet 


ſurely every other man muſt know, that the human cere- 


mony- which paſſed during the infancy of the perſons he 
there ſpeaks of, could not poſſibly be the anſwer of a good 
ronſcience towards God in them z as they were utterly un- 
able to diſtinguiſh between good and evil; to know any 
thing concerning truth or falſhood, or have any conſcience 
towards God about duty, moral or divine. 

I had remarked many other things under this ſecond 
head, which for brevity ſake are here omitted, becauſe I 
think them fully anſwered in my examination of the late 
Dr. Fofter's ſermon on the ſame ſubje& ; and my defence 
of that examination. And tho* our author's third head, 
was to conſider ſuch objettions, as have been or may be urged 
againſt what he ſhould advance; and this made the ſubject 
df his ſecond ſermon, yet he has never duly conſidered 
thoſe material, and moſt important objections that have 
been urged againſt the unlimited communion he pleads for: 
Many of which the reader may ſee in the firſt four pages of 
this anſwer. And as I have fo largely confuted what he 
has advanced under his firſt and ſecond heads, I have no 
occaſion to ſpend time about the third, till he has laid a 
better foundation for his ſcheme : But let him firſt conſi- 
der, that it is not mere ſuppoſitions, maybe's, or poſſibi- 


ities, deſtitute of divine authority, which will be eſteem- 


ed proofs on this important ſubject, And here ! ww” 


* 


Pleas for Mixt Communion. 41 


clude, with this remark, that the greateſt part of Mr. 
B's ſecond diſcourſe, does not fed, nor indeed, has 
much relation to the main argument. And I may alſo 
add, that his firſt diſcourſe did not require an anſwer, on 
account of the'matter therein contained, ſo much as from 


the character and popularity of its author. 22 
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© continually urging the Jame, or like 
Pleas, to what have been often anſwered, without 
taking the leaſt natice of thoſe anſwers ; the beſt re- 
ply to ſuch pieces, is to let the world ſee, that 


the matter therein contained, was fully confuted be- 


fore it was written: And this cannot be ſo well 
done as by reprinting, where occaſion requires, thoſe 
' Paſſages which are a full anſwer to what ſuch wri- 
ters advance. This, I hope will 5ufti ify the quota- 
Tians here made uſe of; and convince the. unpreju- 
' diced what regard is due to fuch works, as contain 
notions and fancies directly contrary to the univer- 


Jal ſenſe of the whole chriſtian church ; which na- 


turally tend to undermine the authority of revela- 
tion, and, inthe end, to root out all regard for 4 
chriſtian cauſe. 
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